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PREFACE 



The J-50 Report is one of the most complicated entitlement reports 
that any state agency requires. The report provides information 
for funding and monitoring special education services and 
operations throughout California and for making special education 
funding allocations more equitable. Because of the need for 
accurate information, this manual has been developed to assist 
local educational agency (LEA) and special education local plan 
area (SELPA) officials in completing the Report. 

By cosponsoring the development of this manual and accompanying 
workshops, the California Department of Education (CDE) and the 
California Association of School Business Officials (CASBO) seek 
to ensure that the data gathered from the J-50 Report will be 
complete and accurate. 

CASBO and the CDE selected KPMG Peat Marwick to develop this manual 
and to conduct workshops to explain special education funding. In 
addition, Peat Marwick arranged with several school business and 
special education program professionals to assist in the 
development and review of the manual. The members of the project 
team which prepared this manual are: 

• Vicki Barber, Assistant Superintendent, Business 
Services and SELPA Director, Office of the El 
Dorado County Superintendent of Schools; 

• David V. Gross, Budget and Administrative Services 
Supervisor for San Diego city Unified School 
District; 

• Frances L. Helm, Assistant Superintendent of 
Business Services, Office of the Amador County 
Superintendent of Schools; 

• Jeff Myers, Consultant, Peat Marwick; 

• Robert T. 0 , Neill, Principal, Peat Marwick; 

• Sally Spaeth, Fiscal/Management Information Systems 
Manager, West Orange County Consortium for Special 
Education (WOCCSE) ; and 

• Daniel F. Warden, Administrator of Business 
Services, Alta Loma Elementary School District. 



After the manual was drafted by the project team, it wae reviewed 
for technical accuracy by Patricia Bonce 11a and Aieesa Kelley of 

the Special Education Fiscal Services Unit in the Department's 
Local Assistance Bureau. We wish to thank Ms. Boncella and Ms. 
Kelley, Manager of the Special Education Fiscal Services Unit, for 
their critiques. We are especially appreciative for the examples 
and expanded explanations contributed by Ms. Kelley, who is 
recognized inside and outside CDE as an extremely knowledgeable and 
reliable resource for special education financial information. 

The Department is grateful for the assistance of David L. Hurlbut, 
Assistant Superintendent for Business Services, Office of the 
Stanislaus County Superintendent of Schcols, and then vice chair 
of CASBO's Professional Development Committee, for directing 
CASBO's activities during development of the manual and the 
associated workshops. 

Our appreciation goes also to the following contributors for their 
efforts in producing this manual: 

• Mary R. Foley, Administrative Assistant, Special 
Education, Office of the Los Angeles County 
Superintendent of Schools; 

• Harold Lockey, Administrator, Special Education 
Services, Office of the Kern County Superintendent 
of Schools; 

• Jack Lucas, Administrative Assistant, SELPA 
Regional Coordinator, Fair Valley/SELPA, Office of 
the Los Angeles County Superintendent of Schools; 

• Bonnie Flummer, Director, Instructional Support 
Services, Office of the Solano County 
Superintendent of Schools; and 

• Mary Chenier of the Department's Office of 
Financial Management Practices and Standards who 
served as project manager. 



ROBERT W. AGEE 
Deputy Superintendent 
for Field Services 

STUART GREENFELD 
Manager 

Office of Financial Management 
Practices and Standards 



PATRICK KEEGAN 
Director 

Fiscal Oversight and Management 
Assistance Division 
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X* INTRODUCTION 



Chapter I describes the purpose of the manual and the intended 
users; outlines the format; and makes suggestions on how best to 
use the manual. 



PURPOSE OP THIS MANUAL 

The purpose of this manual is to help the reader develop: 

• A base of knowledge regarding special education funding 
in California; 

• Familiarity with the components of special education 
funding and the structures and methods through which 
special education funds are distributed; 

• An understanding of which data are needed to complete 
the J-50 and a familiarity with sources for those data; 

• Familiarity with correctly completed J-50 reports; 

• Practice completing J-50 reports; 

• Knowledge of common errors made during completion of the 
J-50 and of methods for reviewing completed J-50s to 
discover and eliminate such errors; 

• Ability to ensure that an educational agency receives 
all the special education funds to which it is entitled; 

• Ability to use the J-50 Report as a management tool; and 

• Familiarity with the relationship between the J-50 and 
other state forms, including the J-380 and the J-580. 

INTENDED USERS OF THIS MANUAL 

This manual is designed primarily for business office staff and 
special education program office staff who are directly responsible 
for completion of the J-50 Report. It will also be found useful 
by business, program, and SELPA administrators and budget officers 
who supervise and review J-50 preparation and/or allocations. 

FORMAT OF THIS MANUAL AND HOW TO USE THE MANUAL 

This manual is divided into seven chapters and four appendices. 
This first chapter is an introduction. Chapter II provides a 
general background of California special education funding over the 
past 15 years. This information should be useful in understanding 
the evolution of the current special education funding mechanism 



and the development of the J-50 Report. Chapter III describes the 
regional governance of special education programs and funding 
through SELPAs. Chapters II and III will be useful as a 
preparation for persons who are not familiar with California 
special education finance. Readers already familiar with the 
topics covered in these chapters may wish to review these materials 
briefly and move on to the next chapters. 

Chapter iv discusses the components of service on which special 
education funding is currently based and describes the methods and 
structure of the funding allocation. Chapter V presents a flow 
chart for gathering data and completing the various parts of the 
J-50 Report, a list of the data required to complete the J-50, and 
sources for that data. The list describes each data item and 
presents complete example data for an imaginary district and SELPA, 
Delta unified School District, a member of the White Cloud SELPA. 
The reader may use the example data and a set of 1st period J-50 
forms to practice completing the J-50. Persons completing J-50 
forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to review Chapters IV 
and V each time they begin to complete a set of forms (i.e. , before 
the first principal apportionment and again before the second 
principal apportionment each year) . 

Chapter VI discusses each of the individual forms which make up 
the J-50 Report, and provides a description of the following: 

• Each form's purpose; 

• The data required for each form; 

• An example of a correctly completed form; common errors 
and methods for identifying such errors; and 

• General techniques for reviewing the forms. 

Persons completing J-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish 
to use Chapter VI as a guide as they work through their own J-50 
forms . 

Readers who have completed a practice J-50 Report using example 
data from Chapter V can review and correct their work by comparing 
it with completed forms for Delta District included in Chapter VI. 

Chapter VII discusses methods which can be used to ensure that a 
SELPA or LEA receives the funds for which it is eligible. Persons 
completing J-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to 
review Chapter VII after completing or after reviewing the J-50, 
but before submitting the Report. The chapter may indicate 
potential areas where the local educational agency or SELPA has not 
claimed funds for which it is eligible, and these areas may not be 
clear until after the forms have been completed. 

Finally, the appendices to this manual include a glossary of 
acronyms and blank versions of several data collection worksheets 
used in the manual. 



XX. BACKGROUND OF SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING* 



Special education funding in California, particularly since full 
implementation of the Special Education Master Plan (Master Plan) 
in fiscal year 1980-81, has had an active and turbulent history. 
In many cases, efforts to eliminate identified problems have 
created new problems. However, the following historical review 
reveals a system which has made steady movement toward stability: 
one whose strengths and weaknesses are currently more clearly 
apparent and defined than at any time in the past. This chapter 
provides a background discussion of special education funding 
before the Master Plan; of the effects of the Master Plan; and of 
changes since the Master Plan. 



PRE-MASTER PLAN 

Prior to the development of the Master Plan in 1974, state funding 
for California's categorical special education programs was based 
either on an amount per class or, for programs such as remedial 
speech and driver training, on an amount per unit of average daily 
attendance. At the discretion of local school districts and county 
boards of education, taxes could be levied to supplement the state 
allowances for some of the categorical programs. 

In 1974, the Legislature authorized the implementation of the 
California Master Plan for Special Education in ten pilot regions. 
Funding was to be based on unit amounts for special classes and 
resource specialist programs; per-hour-of -service amounts for 
designated instruction and services; and per pupil amounts for 
program specialists and identification. However, funds 
appropriated were insufficient and, therefore, the California 
Department of Education negotiated budgets with the six agencies 
that were piloting implementation of the Master Plan. 

In 1977, the Legislature adopted a five-year phase-in plan and gave 
the authority for a county tax levy to support the Master Plan. 
In 1978 , the passage of Proposition 13 eliminated this 
authorization, as well as all other local taxing capability for 
special education categorical programs. Funding for those agencies 
implementing the Master Plan was changed from the unit-based 
approach to a per pupil basis. 



* This history section has been adapted from the Special 
Education Fiscal Task Force Report , which was prepared under 
the direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance 
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal 
Assistance, California Department of Education. The Special 
Education Fiscal Task Force which wrote that report adapted 
this material from the California State Advisory Commission 
on Special Education's Sunset Review Rep or t on the Special 
Education Program . Appendix A: "History and Explanation of 
Special Education Funding," (1986). 
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MASTER PLAN 



State funding for special education under the Master Plan is 
determined through a complex statutory formula. The formula was 
designed to account for differences among local educational 
agencies (LEAs) in costs and the needs of students they serve. The 
Master Plan included a regional delivery system which established 
special education local plan areas (SELPAs) . To begin with, 
starting in fiscal year 1980-81, it was intended that each SELPA 
could receive state special education funding for a maximum of ten 
percent of its total K-12 enrollment. Nonpublic school (NPS) 
enrollment is included in this cap. SELPAs are further limited to 
no more than 2.8 percent of their students in special day classes 
(SDCs) , 4.0 percent in resource specialist programs (RSPs) , and 4.2 
percent in designated instruction and services (DIS) , unless 
waivers are approved by the California Department of Education. 
The SELPA divides the number of calculated students in each 
instructional setting by a figure that can be viewed as an overall 
student-teacher ratio: 10 for SDCs, 24 for RSPs and 24 for DIS. 
This determines the number of funded units (classes) in each 
instructional setting to which the SELPA is entitled. Since fiscal 
year 1980-81, this formula has been modified. 

The state funding mechanisms for the special education program are 
based on historical costs. The amount of funds each LEA receives 
for its allowable instructional units is based on reported fiscal 
year 1979-80 personnel costs for each type of instructional setting 
and for aides. Those costs, adjusted for inflation allowances, 
determine each LEA's entitlement for direct instructional services. 

LEAs also are entitled to funding for support services. The amount 
of funds to which each LEA is entitled is determined by the ratio 
of the LEA's fiscal year 1979-80 support costs to its fiscal year 
1979-80 instructional personnel costs, as adjusted by SB 769 
(Chapter 1094/1981) which reduced ratios that were above the 
statewide average. This support service ratio (SSR) is multiplied 
by an LEA's entitlement for instructional personnel to determine 
the LEA's support services entitlement. 

The sum total of these entitlements is funded from several sources: 
State special education apportionments, revenue limit funding for 
students enrolled in special day classes, federal funds (P.L. 94- 
142) , local property taxes and the local general fund contribution 
(LGFC) . Under the formula, state special education apportionments 
are a residual. It is this residual figure that is the basis for 
the Budget Act appropriation for special education. 

While the Master Plan for Special Education was greeted with 
enthusiasm by program providers and advocates in fiscal year 1980- 
81, it quickly became an anathema for business offices due to the 
huge deficit in the state appropriation in fiscal year 1980-81. 
It has been suggested that perhaps the state tried to do too much 
at once. Prior to the implementation of the Master Plan, 
approximately one-third of the LEAs in California were operating 
under a pilot program of the Master Plan in fiscal year 1979-80. 




Senate Bill 1870 (Chapter 797/1980) not only required that the 
remaining two-thirds of the state convert to the new Master Plan, 
but also enacted a major revision of the funding formula beginning 
in fiscal year 1980-81. The impact of this funding char«?P was not 
tested on a pilot basis, and the initial state appropri .ion was 
$123 million less than statewide entitlements under the new 
formula. Even after the Legislature made a supplemental 
appropriation of $30 million, the fiscal year 1980-81 special 
education deficit was still more than $93 million (12.49 percent 
short of the total needed to fully fund the new formula) . 



CHANGES SINC E MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 

This section discusses changes in special education entitlements 
and mandates since implementation of the Master Plan in fiscal year 
1980-81, and the restraints on, and effects of, enrollment growth 
since fiscal year 1980-81. 

Entitlement Reductions 

In fiscal year 1981-82, the deficit for special education would 
have grown to an estimated level of $150 million to $175 million 
due to inflation increases and growth in instructional units. In 
order to reduce the deficit and control future cost increases, the 
Legislature enacted SB 769 (Chapter 1094/1981) which again modified 
the funding formula. For the most part, the reduction in the 
deficit was accomplished by reducing entitlements without making 
corresponding reductions in mandates. 

The following is a list of significant financial provisions of SB 
769 along with an analysis of the impact and implications of these 
provisions. 

s Percent COLA for Fiscal Year 1981-82 

SB 1870 had specified that the special education cost of living 
adjustments (COLA) would be 9 percent in fiscal year 1980-81. And 
then, beginning in fiscal year 1981-82, would be the same 
percentage increase as for the average base revenue limit for 
unified school districts with over 1,500 units of ADA. SB 769 
reduced the special education COLA to 5 percent in 1981-82. 

The 9 percent increase in fiscal year 1980-81 was slightly generous 
in that the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received 
an 8.5 percent increase in its base revenue limit in that year. 
However, the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received 
a 7.9 percent increase in fiscal year 1981-82 or 2.9 percentage 
points more than the 5 percent COLA for special education. Netting 
out the 0.5 percent benefit in fiscal year 1980-81 and the 2.9 
percent shortfall in fiscal year 1981-82 means that special 
education was under-funded, as compared to revenue limit funding, 
by 2.4 percent in fiscal year 1981-82. Since the COLA is applied 
to the instructional unit rates, this means that this 2.4 percent 
loss was permanent, not a one-time reduction. 



Severely and Mon-flavtrilv Handicapped Programs 



One of the benefits of the Master Plan for Special Education as 
enacted by SB 1870 was that special education funding did not 
depend in any way on the classification of the pupil by handicap. 
SB 769 partially returned to labeling pupils by classifying certain 
categories of children as severely handicapped, with the balance 
being labeled non-severely handicapped. This distinction was then 
used to make major reductions in the entitlements for non-severely 
handicapped programs and lesser reductions for severely handicapped 
programs, as discussed below. 

15 Percent Reduction of Instructional Aides in Non- Severely 
Handicapped Programs 

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for instructional aides serving non- 
severely handicapped programs to 85 percent of the entitlement for 
aides serving severely handicapped programs. Most LEAs made 
corresponding reductions in the number of hours of service for 
aides in the non-severely handicapped programs. Typically, this 
meant that, whereas an aide for the severely handicapped program 
served six hours, an aide for the non-severely handicapped program 
served 5.1 hours. The 15 percent reduction in the aide entitlement 
also resulted in a 15 percent reduction in support service revenues 
for the aide rate. This reduction was restored over a two-year 
period beginning in fiscal year 1986-87, with full restoration 
completed by fiscal year 1987-88. 

Recapture of Fiscal Year 1980-81 Carryover Balances 

SB 769 recaptured any unspent 1980-81 special education revenues. 
That is, if any LEA spent less on special education programs in 
fiscal year 1980-81 than their special education apportionment, the 
excess revenue vas used to reduce their state aid for special 
education in fiscal year 1981-82. This action served to reduce the 
deficit in fiscal year 1981-82. 

Su pport Ratio Recomputed to Excl ude Indirect Costs 
Exceeding 4 Percent 

SB 769 required a recomputation of the support service ratio to 
exclude indirect costs in the 1979-80 base fiscal year in excess 
of 4 percent of the sum of direct costs and direct support costs. 
The computed local general fund contribution for the base year was 
also reduced by the dollar amount of any indirect costs in excess 
of 4 percent in fiscal year 1979-80. In this manner, the reduction 
to support entitlements for school districts was offset by a 
corresponding reduction in the local general fund contribution. 
However, since county offices of education do not have local 
general fund contributions, there was no offset for them on the 
revenue side of this reduction in entitlements. 
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support Service Ratio "Squeeze" 



Following the recalculation of the support service ratio, SB 769 
implemented a "squeeze" of that ratio. Under this reduction, a 
cap was placed on support services ratios which limited them to 
150 percent of the statewide average support service ratio. Thus, 
LEAs which had a support service ratio greater than 150 percent of 
the unweighted statewide average support service ratic had their 
support service ratio for severely handicapped programs reduced to 
that level. For non-severely handicapped programs, a support 
service ratio squeeze was phased in over three years. Any LEA that 
had a support service ratio greater than 100 percent of the 
unweighted statewide average support service ratio had that ratio 
reduced by 10 percentage points each year until it was at the 
statewide average. The one exception to this rule was that if a 
provider had a base year support service ratio in excess of 150 
percent of the statewide average, their ratio was first reduced to 
the 150 percent level in fiscal year 1981-82 and then reduced by 
up to 10 percentage points per year until it was squeezed to an 
amount equal to 115 percent of that statewide average. 

The changes described above reduce special education entitlements 
significantly, with the estimated on-going impact of this single 
change in law being approximately $70 million per year. 

Part of the argument in favor of making this reduction was the 
allegation that LEAs overstated support costs in the 1979-80 base 
fiscal year. However, local general fund contributions, which 
would also have been overstated, were never reduced 
correspondingly. This has led some advocates to argue that the 
Legislature made an arbitrary determination that support service 
ratios should be no higher than the levels specified in SB 769. 

County offices of education typically operate a higher level of 
severely handicapped programs than do school districts. Thus, the 
average support service ratio for county offices of education was 
significantly higher than the average support service ratio for 
school districts. Nevertheless, SB 769 reduced the support service 
ratios for county offices of education based on the statewide 
average support service ratio of both school districts and county 
offices of education. 

4 0 Percent Reduction in Non-Severe Extended Year Programs 

SB 769 reduced extended year entitlements for non-severely 
handicapped programs to 60 percent of the level for severely 
handicapped extended year programs. Furthermore, the support 
service ratio for non-severely handicapped extended year programs 
was reduced to 50 percent of the usual support service ratio for 
non-severely handicapped programs. 

For the severely handicapped extended year program, the only 
reduction in entitlement was that the support service entitlement 
is calculated by using the support service ratio for non-severely 
handicapped programs. 



This differential in funding results in severely handicapped 
extended year programs receiving approximately twice the funding 
level — through a combination of instructional entitlement and 
support entitlement — of non-severely handicapped extended year 
programs. As a result, many providers are not fully reimbursed 
for the cost of non-severely handicapped extended year programs. 
This is especially problematic with regard to aides for the 
extended year program. Whereas the aide rate for the regular 
program reflects the cost of an aide's salary and benefits, it is 
simply not possible to hire an aide for the extended year program 
at 60 percent of the regular year aide funding level. As a result, 
non-severely handicapped extended year programs do not generate as 
much entitlement as do extended year programs for the severely 
handicapped. Similarly, when non-severe extended year programs are 
operated, aides for those programs generate less than the usual 
funding amount. 

Growth Limits 

Under the Master Plan, in fiscal year 1980-81 any SELPA could add 
instructional units up to a computational level corresponding to 
10 percent of the SELPA' s K-12 enrollment. However, SB 769 
established very strict growth criteria which significantly 
curtailed growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82. 
This point is discussed in more detail below in the section 
entitled "Growth anc Freeze." 

Unused Aides 

When a special education provider does not use the number of 
instructional aides corresponding to its computed entitlement, SB 
769 requires a reduction in the entitlement by the amount of aides 
not used. As a result, a special education provider with unused 
aides not only loses the aide rate for any unused aides but also 
the support entitlement on those unused aides. 

Half Support Ratio for New PIS Units, Unit s Added at P-2 

SB 769 provided that the support service ratio for any designated 
instruction and service (DIS) unit added over the fiscal year 1980- 
81 level and for any instructional units in any setting added 
during the spring term is only one-half of the usual support 
service ratio. Because a new DIS unit would receive only one-half 
of the usual support entitlement (whereas a new Special Day Class 
or Resources Specialists Unit would receive a full support 
entitlement) , the formula provides a disincentive to add new units 
serving pupils in the least restrictive environment. In actual 
practice, this requirement has had no fiscal effect to date as it 
pertains to new DIS units because DIS units have remained below the 
fiscal year 1980-81 level. The Governor's 1990-91 Budget provides 
full support for DIS units in excess of the 1980-81 level of DIS 
units operated. 
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Transfer at Mo State Cost 



SB 769 requires that any transfers of instructional programs toe 
made only when there is no increase in cost to the state. 

Reductions in P rogram gpacialiat/Regionaliged Services 
Funding 

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for program specialists from $63 
per pupil (i.e., per individual with exceptional needs) in fiscal 
year 1980-81 to $44 per pupil in fiscal year 1981-82. Similarly, 
SB 769 reduced the entitlement for regionalized services from $30 
per pupil in fiscal year 1980-81 to $25 per pupil in fiscal year 
1981-82. For program specialists, SB 769 reduced the mandated 
ratio from 1:560 to only 1:850 pupils. However, there was no 
change in the requirements to provide regionalized services. 

Mandate Reduction 

In response to requests for reductions in mandates, the Legislature 
enacted SB 1345 (Chapter 1201/1982). The following summarizes the 
mandates which were eliminated or modified by SB 1345. 

RSP and PIS C aseload Limit 

Under prior law, the caseload for the resource specialist program 
could not exceed an average of 24 for a local plan area, nor could 
any individual caseload exceed 28. SB 1324 repealed the maximum 
SELPA-wide average caseload, but retained the maximum individual 
caseload of 28. At the same time that SB 1345 relaxed the caseload 
limits for the resource specialist program, it implemented new 
limits for DIS programs by specifying that the SELPA average 
caseload for speech, language and hearing specialist cannot exceed 
55. SB 1345 did, however, provide an exception to these DIS 
caseload limits when a higher average caseload was specified in a 
local plan, along with the reasons why that higher caseload is 
necessary. 

Program Specialist Mandate Repealed 

SB 134 5 repealed the mandate for program specialist, but continued 
the state funding at the rate of $44 per pupil. If that amount is 
not spent on program specialists, SB 1345 allowed those funds to 
be for either regionalized services or unfunded instructional 
units. 

DIS Mandate 

SB 1345 attempted to reduce the mandate to provide designated 
instruction and services by only permitting their use after the 
resources of regular and special day classes had been exhausted. 
Even though SB 134 5 deleted the list of service options, it did not 
reduce the requirement to provide designated instruction and 
services. In fact, state law was amended in 1983 by AB 1892 
(Chapter 1099/1983) which restored to the Education Code a list of 
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services which had been deleted by SB 1345, and added two new DIE* 
categories: recreation services and specialized services for low- 
incidence disabilities (e.g., readers, transcribers and vision and 
hearing services) . 

Special Transportation 

SB 1345 clarified which types of pupils were eligible for special 
transportation . 

Miscellaneous Mandates 

SB 1345 »lso made numerous changes in mandates for assessments and 
individualized education programs, as well as several changes 
concerning personnel rights. While these changes did serve to 
reduce state mandates in these areas, they had no significant 
financial implications. 

Growth and Freeze 

Growth Limits in 1981-62 

In fiscal year 1980-81, as noted above, each SELPA was allowed to 
add instructional personnel service (IPS) units up to the level 
corresponding to 10 percent of the SELPA ' s estimated K-12 
enrollment in the current year. In fiscal year 1981-82, under the 
provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had to meet stringent requirements 
consisting of a double test— high caseload in the prior year, as 
well as additional students above the level served in the prior 
year — in order to be funded for growth units. Even for those 
SELPAs which met these tests, the maximum growth allowed was only 
half the distance between the level of IPS units that the SELPA 
had in fiscal year 1980-81 and the fiscal year 1981-82 level 
corresponding to the 10 percent cap. SELPAs qualifying under the 
sparsity definition were not subject to these provisions (see 
Chapter IV) . As a result of these stringent provisions, there was 
very little growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82. 

The Freeze 

in fiscal year 1982-83, due to the state's fiscal crisis, no growth 
at all was allowed in instructional units, with one exception. The 
exception was the provision that a SELPA would receive state 
funding for additional units over the level operated in the prior 
year if the units were to serve pupils previously served in non- 
public schools, and if there was no net cost to the state. Under 
the provisions of the freeze, a SELPA with declining enrollment did 
not have to relinquish any units. 

In fiscal year 1983-84, the state was no longer suffering from its 
financial crisis; indeed, that was the year of SB 813 (Chapter 
498/1983) . Nevertheless, the freeze on growth was extended another 
year. 
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The freeze created real hardships for those SELPAs experiencing 
rapid enrollment growth but actually benefited those with 
significant declining enrollment. Under the original statutory 
formula, a SELPA could be funded for instructional units net to 
exceed 10 percent of its K-12 enrollment. In cases where a SELPA 
had units in one year exactly at the 10 percent cap and then 
experienced declining enrollment in the following year, the SELPA 
would be funded for fewer units. Under the freeze, however, such 
a SELPA "ras not required to relinquish any units. 

Recapture of "Underutilized" Units 

After two years of the application of the freeze, there was concern 
that some SELPAs had more units than they needed while others had 
far too few units. In order to correct this situation, SB 1379 
(Chapter 268/1984) imposed the requirement that SELPAs maintain 
minimum average caseloads of at least 9 in special day classes, 21 
in resource specialist programs and 2C (based on the unduplicated 
count) in DIS units. In this way, the state could identify 
"underutilized" units and, by recapturing them, make them available 
to SELPAs with high need. A second test was provided in fiscal 
year 1985-86 to allow a SELPA subject to recapture under the first 
test to retain DIS units if it had an average duplicated DIS count 
caseload of at least 39 pupils in its DIS programs. 

State law does provide for waivers of these minimum caseload 
provisions for SELPAs which meet specific standards of sparsity or 
have a high percentage of their pupils residing in licensed 
children's institutions, foster family hones or other similar 
residential facilities. In addition, because of the statutory 
provisions regarding lay-off notices, there is a one year lag 
between the time that a SELPA is notified that its caseloads are 
below the minimum standards and the time that the SELPA must 
actually release instructional units. 

Despite the conjecture on the part of some that a large number of 
"underutilized" instructional units existed, the number of units 
that have been recaptured has been relatively small, probably 
because of the growth freeze. Based on fiscal year 1983-84 
caseload data (caseload is determined by April 1 pupil count), 3.11 
IPS units were recaptured in fiscal year 1984-85 and 36.54 units 
were recaptured in fiscal year 1985-86. Based on fiscal year 1985- 
86 caseload data, only 4.63 additional units were recaptured in 
fiscal year 1986-87. In fiscal year 1987-88, 4.56 units were 
recaptured and in 1988-89, no units were recaptured, since all of 
the subject units were in SELPAs that could retain them based on 
sparsity and/or LCI-impaction waiver approval. 1989-90 saw only 
4.14 units recaptured, and no units are scheduled for recapture in 
1990-91. All recaptured units are reallocated as additional growth 
units above and beyond the number of growth units from specific 
appropriations for growth. It is important to note that a one- 
year extension is granted prior to a recapture in order to allow 
SELPAs to prepare for the reduction. 
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Exhibit II. 1 
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HISTORICAL GROWTH SUMMARY, 
1834-85 THROUGH 1989-90 



(1) 



<2> 



LCI mid-yr. 
imp. units 
i- ). converted 



(3) 



Cost of 
LCI units 



<4> 



<5> 



Cost of 
Recapture recapture 
units units 



(6) 



Net 
approp. 
<1-3*5) 



<7> 



Growth 
demand 



(8) 



Unfunded 
balance 
(7-6) 



(9) 

Actual growth 
calc. 
program 
proration 
factor 



1984/85 
Budget Act 

1985/86 
Budget Act 
SB 6f»6- -Seymour 
Mid-yr. retro- 
active 



1986/87 
Budget Act 

1987/88 
Budgi t Act 

1988/89 
Budget Act 

1989/90 
Budget Act 
AB 198--0'Connell 
AB 1087- -Hughes 



10,000,000 N/A 

10,000,000 14.00 

5.000.000 
15,000,000 

24,100,000 24.23 

44,885,000 22.14 



64,200,000 

14,500,000 
10,000,000 
8.000.000 

32,500,000 



AB 198 • O'Connell 
Budget Act - 
Very Sparse 
SELPAs 



500.000 
33,000,000 



N/A 



597,684 



1,341,763 
1,236,445 



13.85 1,042,683 



3.11 222,741 10,222,741 17,014,087 6,791,346 



36.54 Prorated 9,402,316 39,349,927 29,947,611 0.23890 
units 



14,402,316 39,349,927 2^,947,611 0.35680 



4.63 248,240 23,006,477 52,373,823 29,367,346 0.43927 



4.56 215,423 43,863,978 70,045,347 26,181,369 0.62622 



0 64,200,000 69,141,164 4,941,164 0.92800 



4.14 290,885 31,748,202 69,860,006 38,111,804 0.45832 



500,000 500,000 



N/A 



N/A 



(10) 



Approx. 
% funded 
(6/7) 



60 
24 

37 
44 
63 
93 



45 



N/A 
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III. SPECIAL EDUCATION GOVERNANCE: TB8 8ELPA* 



This chapter describes the SELPA mission, size and scope, and 
regionalized services. 



SELPA MISSION 

SELPAs were established to implement state and federal mandates for 
improved services to handicapped students. A major concept of both 
P.L. 94-142 and the California Master Plan for Special Education 
was that handicapped students should be educated in the least 
restrictive environment (LRE) in which they, and their classmates, 
could be successful, and that every special education child had the 
right to a free, appropriate public education. 

Because this was a relatively new concept until the early 1970s, 
a plan was needed to overcome long-standing prejudices and 
practices in education. With recognition that this was basically 
a civil rights issue, many states acknowledged their responsibili- 
ties by setting up regional structures to ensure appropriate 
implementation. In California, the SELPA serves that purpose, and 
the Education Code defines the manner in which the governance 
structure is to be established. 

Section 56170 of the Education Code provides school districts with 
three planning options for the provision of special education to 
individuals with exceptional needs residing in their districts: 

1. If it is of sufficient size and scope, a district may submit 
its own local plan; 

2. A district may join with one or more other districts to 
jointly develop and submit a local plan; or 

3. A district may join with a county office or county offices 
to cooperatively develop and submit a local plan. 

Under options 2 and 3, the plan must: 

• Specify responsibilities for providing special education 
services to all the individuals with exceptional needs 
residing in the districts within the geographic area covered 
by the plan; 



* This chapter has been adapted from Marie Otto's A Study of 
SELPAs . which was adopted on October 6, 1989 by special 
education local plan area administrators, and from the Special 
Education Fiscal Task Force Report , which was prepared under the 
direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance 
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance, 
California Department of Education. 



• Contain provisions for a governance structure for the 
operation of the plan; and 

• Identify the local educational agency or other administrative 
entity, if not the county office, which will serve as the 
Responsible Local Agency or Administrative Unit. 

The Administrative Unit shall provide the necessary administrative 
support for the coordination of the plan's implementation and 
perform such functions as the receipt and distribution of 
regionalized service funds. The service areas covered by these 
single district, multi-district, or county office plans are called 
SELPAs. 

This concept of planning is the core of what was called the Master 
Plan for Special Education in California. The intent is to ensure 
that all individuals with exceptional needs have access to 
appropriate special education services and that the responsibility 
for providing each service is clearly identified in each SELPA. 
It is also intended that, through cooperative planning, duplication 
of services and service delivery structures will be minimized and 
that programs will have greater cost-effectiveness. 

Additionally, the regionalized service delivery concept was 
considered to be a more effective means of providing services to 
individuals with exceptional needs based on the following 
observations: 

• Individuals with exceptional needs comprise only a small 
proportion of the school population; 

• Many school districts in California are small school 
districts and, therefore, have even smaller numbers of 
students with exceptional needs; 

• A large number of school districts could not efficiently 
support a full program or class in a particular need area of 
special education due to their size, location and lack of 
resources; and 

• It requires a large enrollment base to generate enough pupils 
with low-incidence disabilities to enable appropriate and 
efficient programs. For example, 20,000 average daily 
attendance woulu generate fewer than 200 pupils who are 
blind, deaf, or severely orthopedically impaired. 



SIZE AND SCOPE 

The State Board of Education has adopted size and scope standards 
as required by Section 56170 of the Education Code. These 
standards require: 
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• For metropolitan areas (200 or more average daily attendance 
f ADA] per square mile) ; 

- For a single-district SELPA, at least 20,000 ADA; or 

- For a multi-district SELPA, at least 30,000 ADA. 

• For rural areas (areas with less than 200 ADA per square 
mile) ; 

- 15,000 ADA to be a single-district SELPA. 

• The SELPA should be capable of providing a full scope of 
services in order to meet the needs of all individuals with 
exceptional needs residing in its geographic area. 

Some of the single and multi-district SELPAs meet the scope 
requirement by contracting with other SELPAs to provide services 
for their severely handicapped and/or low-incidence disabilities 
populations. 



REGIONALIZ ED SERVICES 

Along with regionalized planning, SELPA governance structures were 
charged with regionalized functions: 

• Program Specialist Services: 

- Observe, consult with, and assist resource specialists, 
designated instruction and services instructors, and 
special class teachers; 

- Plan programs, coordinate curricular resources and evaluate 
effectiveness of programs for individuals with exceptional 
needs ; 

- Participate in each school's staff development, program 
development and innovation of special methods and 
approaches ; 

- Provide coordination, consultation and program development 
primarily in one specialized area or in areas of the 
specialist's expertise; and 

- Be responsible for ensuring that pupils have full 
educational opportunity regardless of their district of 
residence. 

• Personnel development, including training for staff, parents, 
and members of the Community Advisory Committee. 

• Planning and conducting annual program evaluation activities. 

• Data collection and development of a management information 
system. 



• Curriculum development* 

• Administrative support and coordination of the implementation 
of the local plan. 

The local pUn developed within each SELPA and approved by the 
State Board of Education must describe the governance and 
administration within the SELPA. For multi-district plans, the 
role of governing boards must be defined in the policy-making 
process as must special education administrators' responsibilities 
for plan implementation. 



XV* THE COMPONENTS AND METHODS FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION PONDING 



This chapter describes the components on which special education 
funding is based. It also discusses in detail the methods of 
distributing special education funds. 



PnPKGKPWP 

SB 1870, enacted in 1980, created a funding model for special 
education based on reported costs. These costs were recorded on 
the Supplemental Annual Financial Report, more commonly known as 
the J-41A for school districts and the J-73A for county offices of 
education. 

The California School Accountin g Manual requires that costs 
incurred during the prior fiscal year be assigned and allocated to 
an instructional program. The three instructional programs are 
identified as General Education, Special Education, and Special 
Projects. 

Direct costs that occurred during a fiscal year were assigned 
directly to the appropriate instructional program. Direct costs 
of these programs included salaries and benefits of teachers and 
instructional aides, textbooks, instructional supplies, and 
equipment. 

Using designated methods, support costs were then allocated to the 
appropriate instructional programs. These support costs included 
instructional administration, school administration, pupil 
services, maintenance, operations, transportation, and district 
administration. Pupil services costs included expenditures 
associated with attendance, welfare, guidance, counseling, and 
health. 

Support costs that were not identified as accruing to a particular 
instructional program were put into a pool for later distribution. 
These costs were allocated on a pro rata basis to all instructional 
programs and were called "indirect costs" from which indirect cost 
rates were derived. Instructions accompanying the J-41A/73A 
required that indirect cost rates not exceed 8 percent of the sum 
of direct costs and direct support costs. 

The J-41A and J-73A cost reporting documents for fiscal year 1979- 
80 ultimately became the documents used to determine the special 
education entitlements. However, a variety of methods for 



* This background section was adapted from the S pecial Education 
Fiscal Task Force Report , which was prepared under the direction 
of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance Bureau for 
school Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance, California 
Department of Education. 
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allocating direct support costs were used throughout the state in 
that year. For example, allocation methods used to determine the 
amount of time a school principal spent administering special 
education programs varied significantly among local educational 
agencies (LEAs) . 

As a result of the variety of allocation methods used by LEAs, a 
wide range of costs were reported for special education causing 
disparity in the results of the funding formula set forth in SB 
1870. 

In 1984, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction established 
the Financial Management Advisory Committee, commonly known as the 
FMAC. As an outgrowth of FMAC, a committee was charged with the 
responsibility of developing a system that would provide for 
consistent cost accounting reporting. Standard methods of 
allocating support costs have now been in place, with the 
implementation of the J-380 (for school districts), J-580 (for 
county offices of education), and J-780 (for joint power 
authorities) Annual Program Cost Data Reports, since fiscal year 
1985-86. 



PURPOSES AMD USES OF THE J-50 

Each year J-50 worksheets translate and refine the complex web of 
statute and state budget appropriation and control language into 
the mathematical formulas, rules, and instructions to be used in 
distributing over $1.3 billion in state funding for special 
education. The primary purposes and uses of the J-50 worksheets 
are as follows: 

• Communication - As an official state worksheet, the J-50 
communicates to SELPAs and their member LEAs updated rules, 
formulas, and instructions which will be used to determine 
local funding for special education. 

• Local Plan ning and Policv-Makinq - Each .ear local policy- 
makers must adapt their programs both to the needs of 
changing student populations and to the constraints of 
limited financial resources. In evaluating options, the 
formulas and rules in the J-50 worksheets provide the basis 
for measuring state revenue gains and losses for each 
alternative under consideration. 

• Revenue Estimating and Budgeting - The J-50 worksheets may 
be used to compute estimated special education revenues for 
local budget purposes and to prepare budget updates during 
the year. 



P7 



IV-2 



• Filing of Financial Claim* - In order to receive special 
education funding, each SELPA and its member LEAs must file 
financial claims with the state at 1st period (i.e., 
December) and at 2nd period (i.e., April) during the current 
fiscal year, as well as an annual report after the year is 
closed. This financial claim process is built around 
preparation of the J-50 Report by each SELPA and its member 
LEAs and the filing of selected J-50 forms with the state. 

• state-Leval Information Resource - The data gathered by the 
California Department of Education on the J-50 Forms are a 
valuable source of local special education operations data 
for state planning and policy-making. 



FUNDING COMPONENTS 

Upon passage of SB 1870, the J-50 documents were developed to 
implement the legislation. The initial computations established 
a base for each LEA. Included in this base were the following: 

• inatructional Personn el Service units and Unit Rates (IPSUs 
and IPS Unit Rates) - The number of basic instructional units 
(teacher, or teacher and aide, etc.), which may vary by 
instructional setting. Unit Rates are based on average 
salaries and fringe benefits of Special Day Class teachers, 
Resource Specialist Program teachers, Designated Instruction 
and Services specialists, and classified aides. 

• su pport services Ratios (SSKs) - All other costs of operating 
including average salaries and fringe benefits for 
psychologists, nurses, counselors, etc., providing assessment 
and Individualized Education Program (IEP) development, 
school administration, district office administration, 
custodial services, substitute teachers, substitute aides, 
classroom supplies, testing materials, office supplies, 
duplicating consultants, workshop/ travel, maintenance, 
utilities, equipment, and indirect costs. 

• Local General Fund contribution (LQFC) - The difference 
between an LEA's 1979/80 special education adjusted expenses 
and the amount of revenue received for special education in 
that year. 

• other Entitlement Components - For LEAs, if applicable: 
extended year IPSUs, extended year support service ratios, 
and non-public school and agency costs. For SELPA 
administrative units: regionalized services, program 
specialists and low-incidence funds. For county offices of 
education: longer day and year incentives, if offered. 
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Tl.eee entitlement components are used to determine an LEA's 
funding. The sources of revenue include the following: 

• SDC ADA Revenue limit funds; 

• Federal P.L. 94-142 local assistance entitlements; 

• Local General Fund Contribution; 

• Applicable local taxes; 

• Excess revenue reallocation from county offices, if 
applicable (according to Education Code Section 56713) ; and 

• Net state J-50 special education apportionments. 

It is important to recognize that most LEAs have "two" LGF 
contributions. The first is the "computed" LGFC as determined by 
the difference in state and federal revenues and expenses in fiscal 
year 1979/80. The law intended that this difference become a 
permanent contribution to the special education program. The J- 
50 accomplishes this by deducting the computed LGFC from the gross 
entitlement. The second local contribution is commonly referred 
to as the actual encroachment. This is the amount between expenses 
as reported on the J-380/580/780 and revenues received for a given 
year. 

Key entitlement and income source components are described here. 
Exhibit IV. 1 presents a general overview of key entitlement 
component makeup. 

calculatio n of the IPS Unit Rates 

Worksheets were provided for certificated personnel in each of the 
three instructional settings. The worksheets included columns for 
teacher's name, assignment, 1979/80 salary paid, service days 
during regular school year, percent of time teacher worked each 
day, and full-time equivalency. Exhibit IV. 2 illustrates how the 
average unit rates were calculated based on the totals taken from 
the worksheets: 
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Exhibit IV.1 



I MAJOR SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTmEMENT COMPONENTS 1 



INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNIT 
IPSU ENTITLEMENT 



SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO 
SSR ENTITLEMENT 



One unit equehi one ol tha (oilowtng: 



•EVE RELY HANOtCAPPED IPSU 
o SDC - Averaga Salary A Fringe ol: 

Ona Spaeial Day CUsa Teacher and 
1 OS Full Time Egutyajanj Aides ' 



NONSEVERELV HANDICAPPED IPSU 
o SOC • Average Salary A Fringe ol 

Ona Spaeial Day Claaa Taachar and 
1 OS Full-Time Equivalent Aidaa * 



CR 



o RSP • Average Salary A Fringa ol: 

Ona Resource Specials! Program Taachar and 
Ona Full- Time Equivalent Aida 



CR 



o OIS • Avaraga Salary A Fringa of 

Ona Daaignalad Instruction and Services Specialist 
Such at: 

Spaach A Languaga Therapist 
Itinarani Taachar 
Adapbva f E Therapist 
Classified OIS Aides (Appro* 3 Aidaa • \ Unit) 

Othar OIS Specialists listed 
In Education Coda Saclion 56363 
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1 05 is tha RE used vo calculate a SELPA'a aida entitlement Units 
may ba allocated with 0. t, or 2 aides lor SDCs. and 0 or t aida lor RSPa 



aUlPPORTSBRVICBS 



Avaraga teleriee A Fringa of Support Staff, 
Including, but not Llmlled to: 

Psychologists. Nuraaa. and Counselors lor 
assessment, evaluation, A IEP davalopmanl 

School Admlnialration 

Dletrtct Oftioa Administration 

Cualodlal 

Subatilutaa • Cartilicatad A Claaailiad 

Othar Operating Costs, 
Including but not Llmltad to: 

Claaaroom Supplies 

Tailing Matariala 

Office Supplies 

Duplicating 

Consultants 

Workshop/Travel 

Maintenance 

Utilities 

Equipment 

4% Indirect Cost 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Exhibit IV. 2 

UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CERTIFICATED EMPLOYEES 









CERTIFICATED IPSUs 






Reg. Sch, # 
Yr. Service 
Name Assignment Salary Days 


% 

of day 


HE 


Totals $312,202 




17 


Average Salary 




$18,365 


Fringe: Percent of Salary 


Averwt Prince 


U, I. 0.200% 
STRS 8.307% 
W.C. 1.270% 
HAW 


36.73 
1525.58 
233.24 
1524 60 




Total Fringe 




3,320 


Average eatery 6 Fringe 




$21,685 


Actual Salaries Reg. Year 
Actual Fringe Reg. Year 
Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year 




$312,202 
55,320 
25,559 


Total Salaries & Benelits 79/80 




$393,081 



By totaling salary and fringe costs, and dividing by the number of 
full-time equivalent teachers, an average salary and fringe similar 
to the $21,685 in Exhibit IV. 2 can be obtained. 

The DIS unit rates were determined in the same manner as the unit 
rates for the other instructional settings. Specific services 
follow: 

1. Language and speech development and remediation 

2. Audiological services 

3. Orientation and mobility instruction 

4. Instruction in the home or hospital 

5. Adapted physical education 

6. Physical and occupational therapy 

7. Vision services 

8. Specialized driver training instruction 

9. Counseling and guidance 

10. Psychological services other than assessment and 
development of the individualized education program 

11. Parent counseling and training 

12. Health and nursing services 

13. Social worker services 
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14. Specially designed vocational education and career 
development 

15. Recreation services 

16. Specialized services for low-incidence disabilities, such 
as readers, transcribers, and vision and hearing services 

The portion of psychologists, nurses, audiologists, social workers, 
vocational education staff, occupational and physical therapist 
salaries included in the total was ONLY for that time spent 
providing direct services to students as designated in the IEP. 
Costs of providing assessment and development of the IEP were 
included in the support services ratio. 

Extended year teacher and aide costs were identified and later 
worked into the final calculations that established support service 
ratios and local general fund contributions. 

Aides assigned to both SDC and RSP teachers were listed on 
worksheets provided for classified personnel. Average salary and 
benefits were determined for aides in a manner similar to that used 
for certificated averages with two exceptions. The first exception 
was that the unit rate for LEAs that had operated FTEs of less than 
six hours was increased to six hours. Those LEAs that actually 
operated FTEs of more than six hours were computed on the actual 
hours paid. Therefore, some LEAs have a greater aide entitlement 
than six hours. 

The second exception was that all fringe benefit costs for 
classified personnel were built into the unit rate, regardless of 
benefits actually paid. These fringe benefits included a 
percentage for Unemployment Insurance (U.I.)* Public Employees' 
Retirement System (PERS) , Old Age, Survivors, Disability and Health 
Insurance (OASDI), Workers' Compensation (W.C.), as well as the 
LEA's then-current cost per employee for Health and Welfare 
Insurance (H&W) . The intent of the Master Plan was to employ six- 
hour aides, and the formula was developed accordingly. 

Exhibit IV. 3 illustrates the final calculation to determine the 
six-hour unit rate: 
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Exhibit IV .3 

UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CLASSIFIED EMPLOYEES (AIDES) 



I FOBM J«8Q ~H 

CLASSIFIED IPSUs 

Total Total 
Aide Salary Hours 

Name Assignment Paid Worked 

Totals $136,252 27.454 

Average Cost Per Hour $4.96 
Hours Per Day 
Use the higher of actual hours 

worked per day or 6 hours. * 6 

Times No. of Paid Days x 197 



Average Salary $5,863 




Frtoae: Percent of Salary Average Fringe 


U. I 0.200% 1 1 73 
PERS 12.557% 736.22 
OAS0I 6.130% 359.4 
W.C. 1 270% 74.46 
HAW 1680 62 

Total Fringe $2,863 


Computed Salary ft Beneflfli 


Average 6 Hr. Aide $8,726 
Entitlement: 

SOC Cert. FTE 10 87.256 
RSPCert. FTE 17 148.336 
Extended Year 7.762 

$243,364 


Average Salary ft Fringe $8,728 


Actual Salaries Reg. Year 136.252 
Actual Fringe Reg. Year 27.292 
Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year 7.762 
Total Salaries ft Benefits 79/80 $171,306 
Computed Salary & Benefits 243.354 
Additional Aide Time $72,048 



The example in Exhibit IV. 3 demonstrates how to use salaries paid, 
hours worked, days worked, and fringe benefit costs to calculate 
an average salary and fringe cost per employee. In this case, that 
cost was $8,7'. 

For LEAs that \ arated aides for fewer than six hours per day in 
fiscal year 2.-/80, the final calculations identified $72,048 as 
"Additional u ie Time." This sum represented the difference 
between actuaJ .diaries and benefits paid in that year and the J- 
50 computed salary and fringe of employing six-hour ".ides. 

The $72,048 can be traced through as a component of support service 
ratio calculation on the following page (line 16, on Exhibit IV. 4). 
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calculation of Support Services Ratios 



Form J-50B-6 was used to establish the support services ratio for 
SB 1870 funding. Exhibit XV. 4 presents an example of support 
service ratio calculation. 

Exhibit IV. 4 

SUPPORT SERVICE RATIO CALCULATION 



i FORMJ-SQB4 1 


1980/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL 


1. Total 1979/80 Special Ed. Costs. Total J-41A or J-73A Special 
Education expenses including Direct, Direct Support, and 
Indirect Support (Exclude MOM) 


♦ $1762.691 


$1,586,980 


2. DCHP Costs. All OCHP costs if not included above 


♦ 


3. Pregnant Minor Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 




4 Non-Public School Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 


• 21.416 


S. Special Education Transportation Costs. Deduct 
costs which are Included on Lines 1 and 2 


• 81,264 


6. Home * Hospital Instruction Costs. Deduct costs lor 
temporary physical disabilities included on Line 1 




7. County Capital Outlay Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 




8. Regional Services. Deduct costs included on Line 1 


-73.031 


9. Total Adiusted Special Education Costs 


m 


10. Soecial Class Teachers Actual Salary & Fringe Costs Form J-50B-1 


♦ 393.061 


1.016.244 


1 1 Resource Specialists Actual Salary a Fringe ~osts Form J-50B-2 


♦ 221.296 


12. DIS Actual Salary & Fringe Costs ~orm J-50B-3 


♦ 230.561 


13. \ /scher Aide Actual Salary & Fringi Costs Form J-50B-4 


♦ 17U306 


14. Total Teacher A Aide Costs 


15. Total Suooort Services Costs. Subtract Line 14 from Line 9 


570.736 


16 Additional Aide Cost Form J-50B-4 


72.048 


17 Total Adjusted Teacher and Aide Cost. Line 14 plus Lino 16 


$1,088,292. 


18. Suooort Setvfces Ratio. Ofvido Lint 15 by Un* 1? 


0.5244 



Exhibit IV. 4 shows that support services costs in the 1979/80 base 
fiscal year equalled 52 percent of instructional costs in this 
example. The amounts shown in Lines 10 through 13 of Exhibit IV. 4 
were taken from the worksheets used to determine average unit 
rates. Line 16 is the cost of calculated additional aide 
entitlement for LEAs that used less-than-six-hour FTEs in fiscal 
year 1979/80. since Line 17 is the divisor, inclusion of this item 
slightly lowered the support ratio (see Exhibits IV. 2 and IV. 3). 

The actual total special education costs (including indirect costs) 
as reported on the J-41A/73A Supplemental Financial Report were 
used as the beginning base. Certain concepts were used to develop 
support services ratios which redefined program using costs 
prepared based on state guidelines prior to implementation of the 
Master Plan. These concepts are described as follows: 



The fiscal year 1979/80 special education costs were reported 
on the Supplemental Annual Financial Report - Part I - 



General Fund: 
a. 



J-41A (districts) and J-73A (county offices) included 
General Fund costs only. Other funds were excluded 
which may have included special education costs (e.g., 
not facility fund costs). 

b. Development Centers for Handicapped Pupils (DCHP) costs 
were reported in a separate fund and not included on 
J-41A/73A, and so were subsequently added to the costs 
as reported in 1. above (Line 2 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

Costs for student programs included above which did not meet 
the federal definition of handicapped students as defined in 
Public Law 94-142 were deducted: 

a. Mentally Gifted Minors (MGM) (Line 1 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

b. Pregnant Minors (Line 3 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

c. Home and Hospital instruction for students with 
temporary disabilities (Line 6 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

Funding of certain components was clearly defined in the 
Master Plan and was not intended to be included as part of 
the support services ratios. Costs of these programs were 
deducted from the base. 

a. Costs of providing nonpublic school services were 
deducted as funding based on 70 percent of HPS excess 
costs (Line 4 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

b All costs of providing home-to-school transportation 
were deducted from subsequent funding of approved costs 
of 100 percent reimbursement for county offices and 80 
percent for districts (Line 5 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

c. The costs of county capital outlay were deducted because 
funding for these kinds of expenses was to come from the 
county revenue limit funding (Line 7 in Exhibit IV. 4). 

d All costs for Regionalized Services and Program 
Specialists were deducted, and funding was based on a 
per pupil amount not to exceed 10 percent of the CBEDS 
enrollment (Line 8 in Exhibit IV. 4). 
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Local Qtnaral Fund Contribution (LQFC) 

Following the calculation of the support services ratio was that 
of the LGFC. The fiscal year 1979/80 adjusted costs were compared 
to adjusted revenues with the difference becoming the "calculated" 
LGFC. Exhibit IV. 5 illustrates the adjustment to revenues and 
displays the resulting LGFC. 



Exhibit IV. 5 

CALCULATION OF LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION (LGFC) 




1 FORM «M0CT 



1980/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL 



i. Total Adjusted 79/80 Special Ed. Costs from J-50B-6, Line 9. 




$1,586,980 


2. 1979/80 State Special Ed. Apportionment 


$1,041,272 


$1,453,064 


3. District Revenue Limit. K«12 (P2) base Revenue Limit times 
P2 ADA for Special Day Classes and Non-Public Schools 


♦ 261,281 


4. Total 1979/60 DCHP Revenue 
a. DCHP Apportionments 


♦ 


b. DCHP Revenue Limit Adjustment 


♦ 


5. Licensed Children's Institutions Revenue Limit 


♦ 


6. Tuition received from Special Ed. Include tuition received 
from other Districts/Counties and excess cost revenue. 


♦ 


7. Federal income, Include PL 94*142 Local Assistance Entitlement 


♦ 210,511 


8. Total 1979/80 Special Ed. Revenue 


$1,513,064 


Oeduct the following: 

9. Pregnant Minors Revenue 

a. Master Plan Districts use Pregnant Minors. Dec. 1, 1979 
approved count times $2296 




b. Non-Master Plan Districts use total adjusted 79/80 
apportionment plus revenue limit P2 ADA 




10. Home Instruction Revenue. Total adjusted revenue for home 
or hospital instruction for pupils with temporary ph/sical 
disabilities 




r. Approved Transportation Revenue. 


(60.000) 


12. Adjusted 79/80 Revenue 


13. Adjusted 79/80 General Fund Cost. Line 1 minus Lino 12 


133,916 


u Total 79/80 ADA Second Principal 


7,091 




15. 1979/80 Cost Per ADA 


$18 89 


16. Total 80/81 ADA Second Principal 


6,629 


125,222 


17 Adjusted 80/81 General Fund Cost. Multiply Line 15 by Une 16 


tt, local Gftiwat Fur* contributor Lesser of urn 13 or une \7 


$12S,222 




The initial calculations performed to determine support services 
ratios had a significant relationship to the local general fund 
contribution. Generally speaking, when the support service ratio 
is high, so is the LGFC. 

Exhibit IV. 6 displays two examples to illustrate this relationship. 
Note that on Line 1 in both examples the starting base of fiscal 
year 1979/80 costs and Line 4 total teacher and aide costs are the 
same. 
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In Example 1, greater adjustments were made to the cost base by a 
total of $250,000. This results in a .5000 Support Services Ratio 
whereas in Example II a .6000 ratio is produced. 

The bottom section of the exhibit shows the adjusted special 
education costs on Line A. Adjusted income on Line D is equal. 
Hovever, the result of the adjusted fiscal year 1979/80 general 
furd cost on line E is substantial* 

Exhibit IV. 6 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SUPPORT SERVICES RATIOS 



AMD LOCAL 


GENERAL FUND 


CONTRIBUTION 




SUPPORT SERVICES RATIOS i 










EXAMPLE 1 


EXAMPLE II 


OFFER ENCE 


1. 1970*0 TOTAL SPECIAL ED. COSTS 


S4.8OO.00O 




0 


2. (JESS ADJUSTMENTS: 








A PREGNANT MNORS 


(90.000) 


(50.000) 


(40,000) 


8 NON-PUBLIC SCHOOLS 


(100,000) 


(80.000) 


(20.000) 


C. TRANSPORTATION 


(400.000) 


(250.000) 


(150.000) 


0.TENF. HOME* HOSPITAL 


(60,000) 


(40.000) 


(20.000) 


E. REGIONAL SERVICES 


(100,000) 


(80.000) 


(20.000) 




1 $!Nd,b6o 


f4.00O*00O j 




4. TOTAL TEACHER t AIDE COSTS 


2.500.000 


$2,500,000 


0 


5. TOTAL AMOUNT SPENT ON SUPPORT 


$1,250,000 


$1,500,000 


(250.000) 


e SUPPORT RATIO (UNE S OfVIOED BY LINE 4) 


O.SOOO 


09000 


•0.1000 




LOCAL GENERAL FUND OOWTWBimON 










EXAMPLE 1 


EXAMPLE II 


DIFFERENCE 


K TOTAL ADJUSTED SPECIAL ED COSTS 


19,750,000 


$4,000,000 


(250.000) 


B REVENUE RECEIVED 








0 STATE AID 


2.400,000 


2.400 000 


0 


oBASE REVENUE 


750.000 


750.000 


0 


0 LCI INCOME 


14.000 


14.000 


0 


o TUITION 


122.000 


122.000 


0 


o FEDERAL PL94-U2 


560,000 


560.000 


0 


SUBTOTAL REVENUE RECEIVED 


3.846.000 


3.846.000 


0 


C LESS ADJUSTXCNTS 








0 PREGNANT MNOR INCOME 


(36.000) 


(36 000) 


0 


oTEMP HOME/H06P INCOME 


(36.000) 


(36 000) 


0 


0 TRANSPORTATION INCOME 


(140.000) 


(140 000) 


0 


0 ADJUSTED INCOME 


3.534.000 


3634.000 


0 


E. ADJUSTED 7*80 GENERAL FUND COST 


116,000 


$366,000 


($250,000) 


F AMT PER ADA 79/fO 19.000 


$6 11 


$19 26 


($13 16) 


G AMT PER AO A 80/81 19 260 


$1 1 7 526 


$370,616 


($253 269) 


H LESSER OF E ORG 


$116 000 


$366 000 


'$250 000) 
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As Exhibit IV. 6 depicts, great variation in SSR and LGFC was 
possible from similar-sized LEAs with similar special education 
costs. This variation and apparent inequity was noted by the 
Special Education Fiscal Task Force, and their report recommended 
equalization of LGFCs and implementation of new support 
calculations based on statewide standards for each instructional 
setting. 

Elements and Sources of sp ecial Education Revenue 

The components of special education entitlements and the elements 
that make up special education revenue are displayed in 
Exhibit IV. 7. 

Exhibit IV. 7 

ELEMENTS AMD SOURCES OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REVENUE 



MAJOR ELEMENTS OF SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENTS 


1, 


IPSU Income/Including infants 


f 1,000,000 


2 


Extended Year Income 


50,000 


3. 


Support Services Ratio Income 


475,000 


4. 


Nonpublic School 70% Income 


75.000 


5 


TOTAL SPECIAL EDUCATION EMTITLSMGNT 


t!,6QQ,000 









SOURCES OF REVENUE 










EXAMPLE 1 


EXAMPLE 






A 


Base Revenue S0C 


100 ADA m $3000 • 


$300,000 


150 A0A x $3,000 ■ 


$450,000 


1160.000 


B 


Federal PL 94*142 
Local Assistance, 
Pnor Yea; Dec. Count 


500 UDC' x $275 = 


137,500 


500 U0C x $300 = 


150.000 


12,600 


C 


LGFC 




50.000 




50,000 


0 


0 


State Apportionment 
(Toial Entitlement, less 
Items A, B & C) 




1.112.500 




950,000 


(102,500) 




TOTAL NET J40 SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENT 


$1,600,000 


$1,600,000 


0 



*Note: In this exhibit, UDC is the unduplicated pupil count taken 
on December 1 of the prior fiscal year. 
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Exhibit IV. 7 is intended to display the constant net revenue shown 
on Line 5 and Line £. As the base revenue and Federal P.L. 94-142 
Local Assistance become greater, the state apportionment decreases 
accordingly. 

The base revenue for SDC ADA, P.L. 94-142 local assistance, and 
the state special education apportionment must be expended for 
special education. No similar requirement exists for the LGFC, but 
it is highly unlikely that an LEA will be able to operate its 
programs without expending at least the calculated LGFC. 
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This section of the manual will provide specific financial details 
concerning the following areas. 

• Distribution Systems - The manner in which a SELPA 
distributes IPSUs to its entities; 

• J-SO Freeze and Recapture calculations - The process used by 
the state to recapture under-utilized IPSUs; 

• Growth - Criteria used to establish eligibility for growth; 

• Infants - Staffing ratios; state vs. federally funded IPSUs; 

• Preschool Students Requiring Intensive Services (RIS) and 
Preschool Students Not Requiring intensive Services (NOT- 
RIS) - Current federally funded NOT-RIS preschool program and 
state funded RIS IPSUs; and 

• Distribution of IPSUs - Distribution of regular IPSUs, 
Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) IPSUs non-def icited, 
the allocation of aide hours, and the reallocation of IPSUs 
between settings. 

Distribution Systems 

Education Code Section 56200 requires that each SELPA develop a 
Local Plan which describes specific details of its operation. The 
Local Plans are rewritten every three years cooperatively by a 
committee of representatives of special and regular teachers and 
administrators selected by the groups they represent and with input 
from the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) to ensure adequate and 
effective participation and communication. After being approved 
at the local level, the Plans are reviewed at the state level and 
either approved at that time or returned to SELPAs for 
modification. 

One of the elements of the Local Plan is a description of the 
planning process for the distribution, reallocation, recapture of 
IPSUs and allocation of instructional aides. Due to the diversity 
of SELPA governance and structure throughout the state, the manner 
in which IPSUs are distributed may vary greatly among SELPAS. A 
copy of a SELPA' s Local Plan may be reviewed by contacting the 
SELPA office. 
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J-SO Freeze And Recapture calculations 



The freeze forme, which show the number of available XPSUe by 
instructional setting for a given fiscal year, are prepared by the 
stare and sent to the SELPA. The SELPA is responsible for 
reviewing the data for accuracy and allocating the available IPSUs 
to its entities. The freeze forms are generally received at the 
same time as first and second principal J-50 forms are distributed. 
Notification of growth units by the CDE occurs during August of 
each fiscal year. 

The freeze units are based on a SELPA* s April unduplicated pupil 
count (UDC) as reported in accordance with Education Code Section 
56728.5. The April count includes a count of duplicated (DUP) 
designated instruction and services provided. With the exception 
of DIS, the unduplicated pupil count is used by the state to test 
a SELPA' s eligibility for maintaining the same number of units. 
For DIS, the state first tests using the unduplicated DIS count. 
If the SELPA class size is below the mandated average, a 
combination of the unduplicated and duplicated services is used. 
If a SELPA fails to meet the class size averages shown in Table 
IV. 1, recapture occurs. 



Table IV. 1 

Ma.. f MUM AVERAGE CLASS SIZES NEEDED TO 
PREVENT RECAPTURE OF IPS UNITS 



INSTRUCTIONAL SETTING UDC UDC + DUP 

Special Day Classes 9 
Resource Specialists 21 
Designated Instruction & Services 20 OR 39 



Exhibit IV. 8 shows a sample SELPA that did not meet the class size 
averages in special day classes. 
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Exhibit IV. a 



METHODS FOR DETERMINING RECAPTURE Of 
INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL 8ERVICE UNITS 



1 METHOD USED FROM F19CM. YEARS jjjj/jj TO \miU I 





1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6. 








Class Size 




Recomputed 


IPSUs 






UDC4 


Average 


Adjusted 


Loading 


Subject to 


Sotting 


IPSUS 


0IS 


(Column 2/1) 


IPSUs 


(Column 2/4) 


Recapture 


SOC 


110.11 


941 


8 55 


104.56 


9 00 


5.55 


RSP 


76 88 


« 750 


22 76 


82.43 


21 23 


(5.55) 


DIS 


6100 


956 


15 67 


61.00 


15.67 


0.00 


TOTAL 


247.99 


364 7 




247 99 




0 00 


DIS 


61.00 


2727 


44 70 




44 70 





I METHOD USED STARTING IN FISCAL YEAR 1980/89 I 





1. 


2. 


3 


4 


5. 


6. 








Class Size 




Recomputed 


IPSUS 






UDCft 


Average 


Adjusted 


Loading 


Subject to 


Setting 


IPSUs 


DIS 


(Column 2/1) 


IPSUs 


(Column 2/41 


Recapture 


SOC 


110.11 


941 


8 55 


104 56 


9 00 


5 55 


RSP 


76 88 


1750 


22 76 


76 88 


22 76 


0 00 


DIS 


61.00 


956 


15 67 


61 00 


15.67 


0 00 


TOTAL 


247 99 


3647 




242 44 




5 55 


DIS 


61 00 


2727 


44 70 




44 70 
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Units will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which 
fails to meet the requirements for maintenance of units. If loss 
is indicated in the DIS setting in which there are two standards, 
a comparison is made between DIS loss computed on both the 
unduplicaced and duplicated standards. Actual DIS loss will be 
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss. 

In the past, when a SELPA computed its loss, units were shifted 
from settings below the minimum standards of 9/21/20 to settings 
above those same standards. By virtue of this realignment process, 
many SELPAs were able to satisfy the minimum loading requirements 
in all settings. Beginning in fiscal year 1988-89, preliminary 
language in the budget bill prescribed that units may only be 
shifted from settings below the minimum standards to settings above 
the growth loading standards of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for 
DIS (10/24/24) . Stated another way, unit losses may be offset only 
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to the extent that growth is occurring in other settings. 

A SELPA which meets either sparsity or LCI impaction criteria may 
apply for a waiver from recapture provisions. Such application 
must be made using state-provided forms and, if approved, will be 
valid only for one year, since the sample SELPA in Exhibit IV. 8 
does not meet the growth standards shown in Table IV. 2, 5.55 units 
would be recaptured after fiscal year 1987-88. 



Table IV. 2 

MINIMUM AVERAGE CLASS SIZE UNDER GROWTH STANDARDS 

INSTRUCTIONAL SETTING UPC 

Special Dry Classes 10 
Resource Specialists 24 
Designated Instruction and Services 24 



Since the April pupil count is used to perform these calculations, 
a one-year hold harmless condition exists. Therefore, if a SELPA 
must return underutilized IPSUs to the state, it does so one year 
later. This allows LEAs to plan ahead and meet the March deadline 
of the following year to issue layoff notices, if necessary. 

Qrowth 

A discussion regarding the growth and recapture process is 
presented in Appendix C. This appendix consists of a communication 
from the CDE to SELPAs on reallocation and growth. 

SB 1870 placed a 10 percent funding cap on special education 
programs. A SELPA determines its cap by using the California Basic 
Educational Data System (CBEDS) October count of the current fiscal 
year. The total CBEDS count is adjusted before the 10 percent cap 
is applied as shown in Table IV. 3. 
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Table IV .3 

APPLICATION OF THE 10 PERCENT OF ENROLLMENT FUNDING CAP 

Description of Data Items Data/Calculation 

Total SELPA CBEDS Enrollment 54,965 

Less students attending programs within the 
SELPA and living in Licensed Children's 

Institutions (LCIs) (5-21 years of age) (57) 

Less students attending programs within the 

SELPA and living in other SELPAs (43) 

Plus students living in the SELPA and attending 

programs in other SELPAs 68 

Plus nonpublic school students who are not 
residents of an LCI (these students are 

usually not included in CBEDS) ZZ 

Adjusted CBEDS enrollment 54,960 

Maximum Entitlement x 10% 

10 Percent of Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment 5.496 

Within this 10 percent cap are sub-caps which were meant to provide 
equitable programs within the SELPA for students in the three 
instructional settings. These "not to exceed" sub-caps and the 
class size averages are in Table IV. 4. 

Table IV. 4 
FUNDING SUB-CAPS 



inatructional Settings 



Special Day Classes 

Resource Specialists 

Designated Instruction & Services 

Total 

Less an overlap of (1 percent) 





Pupils 


Sub-cap 


Per class 


2.8% 


10 


4.0% 


24 


4.2% 


24 


11.0% 




(1.0%) 





Funding Cap 10.0% 
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The 11 percent total Is meant to provide flexibility within the 
sub-caps, while SELPAs may apply for waivers to exceed one of the 
sub-caps, the overall total of 10 percent may not be exceeded for 
funding purposes. 

It is important to note that, while funding is capped at 10 
percent, a SELPA is required to serve all its eligible students 
regardless of the cap. 

Exhibit IV. 9 further illustrates the adjustments made to cBEDS, 
the 10 percent cap and application of the sub-caps. 




Exhibit IV. 9 

EXAMPLE OF A SELPA IN COMPLIANCE WITH 
CALCULATING MAXIMUM ENTITLEMENT UNITS 



1. 


a. Total October K-12 CBEDS enrollment 


54,965 




o. Less Licensed cniicrens institutions 
(LCI) Spec. Ed. pupil count in April 


(57) 




c. Less enrollment of students from 

Other SELPAs, Based on April pupil counts 


(43) 




d. Plus resident pupils in other 
SELPAs' programs in April 


68 




e. Plus nonpublic school (non-LCI) Pupils 


27 




f. Total adjusted enrollment 


54.960 


2. 


Maximum Entitlement 10.00% 


5,496 


3. 


Number oi nks pupils, excluding pupns 
placed from LCIs, in April pupil count 


(27) 


4. 


Net Adjusted 10 percent 


5,469 



Instructional Setting 


SOC 


RSP / DIS 


Subtotal 


LCI 


Total 


5. a. Distribution of the 10% Limil 


2.60% 


7.20% 


10.00% 


4 53 


321.73 


b. Computed pupils 


1.531 


3,938 


5,469 


c. Prescribed entitlement caseloads 


10 


24 


317.20 


d. Maximum authorized IPSUs 


153.13 


164.07 





LCI Additions: 




37 Pupils in SDCs / 10 - 


3.70 


20 Pupils in RSPs / 24 ■ 


0.83 


Total LCI Additional IPS Units: 


4.53 



The maximum entitlement of units is critical in determining whether 
SELPAs are eligible for additional growth in relation to their 10 
percent cap. If only the unduplicated pupil count were compared 
to the adjusted 10 percent of CBEDS , SELPAs would be penalized for 
serving higher-than-average numbers of pupils in their programs, 
as well as operating programs beyond their allocation. The 



calculation of a SELPA's maximum entitlement of units adjusts for 
LCI pupils by adding units to the adjusted 10 percent total. 

In fiscal year 1980-81, each SELPA was allowed to add instructional 
personnel service IPSUs up to the 10 percent funding cap. In 
fiscal year 1981-82, under the provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had 
to meet requirements consisting of a double test; high caseload in 
the prior year as well as an increase in the number of students 
served in the current year. SELPAs meeting this test were allowed 
to grow one half of the distance between the level of IPSUs the 
SELPA had in fiscal years 1980-81 and 1981-82, up to the ten 
percent funding cap. As a result of these provisions, there was 
little growth in the IPSU entitlement statewide. 

The "freeze" of funded IPSUs occurred in fiscal year 1982/83 and 
continued through fiscal year 1983/84. SB 1379, passed in 1984, 
mandated the class size averages that currently govern the 
recapture process. Beginniny in the 1984/85 fiscal year, SELPAs 
were tested for underutilization of units. SELPAs which are sparse 
or LCI-impacted may apply for waivers exempting identified units 
from recapture. If the waiver is approved, the SELPA is allowed 
to retain those units. Table IV. 5 shows the number of units which 
have been recaptured since that time. 



Table IV. 5 

TOTAL INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS RECAPTURED 
THROUGHOUT CALIFORNIA SINCE FISCAL YEAR 1984/85 



Fiscal Year Total IPSUs Recaptured 

1984/85 3.11 

1985/86 36.54 

1986/87 4.63 

1987/88 4.56 

1988/89 -0- 

1989/90 4.14 

1990/91 -0- 



A "sparse" SELPA is defined as one with under 30,000 ADA and a 
pupil density of 25 or fewer ADA per square mile, or one with over 
30,000 ADA and a pupil density of 20 fewer ADA per square mile. 
To be eligible for an "LCI impaction" waiver, a SELPA must have at 
least 3 percent of its unduplicated pupil count in licensed 
children's institutions, foster homes, or other similar residential 
facilities, exclusive of pupils in nonpublic schools. 

Beginning in fiscal year 1984/85, the state provided for funded 
growth in IPSU entitlements. The levels of identified need, funded 
growth, and percent of growth funded are illustrated in Table IV. 6 
on the following page. 
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Table IV. 6 



FUNDING OF CALIFORNIA SPECIAL EDUCATION GROWTH 



Growth Percent 

Growth Needs Appropriation of Growth 

Fiscal Year (in millions) (in nil lions) Fundefr 

1984/85 $17.01 $10.00 60 

1985/86 39.35 15.00 37 

1986/87 52.37 24.10 44 

1987/88 70.05 44.89 63 

1988/89 69.14 64.20 93 

1989/90 69.86 32.50* 46* 



* Note: An additional $0.5 million was available for very 
sparse SELPAs not eligible for other growth, as 
approved . 

The unfunded needs each year become part of the next fiscal year 
growth needs. It is considered that the lag in growth funding 
during the fiscal year 1982/83 and fiscal year 1983/84 as well as 
insufficient funding in other years continue to plague the special 
education funding model. 

In addition to the funded growth for new IPSUs, Table IV. 7 shows 
cost of living adjustments (COLAs) made to IPSUs since fiscal year 
1980/81: 



Table IV. 7 

COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENTS ( COLAS ) MADE TO SPECIAL 
EDUCATION INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS 



Fiscal Year 


COLA 


1980/81 


9.00% 


1981/82 


5.00% 


1982/83 


0.00% 


1983/84 


8.00% 


1984/85 


6.02% 


1985/86 


6.19% 


1986/87 


5.49% 


1987/88 


» 2.54% 


1988/89 


4. 10% 


1989/90 


4.64% 



The lack of a COLA in fiscal year 1982-83 and a lesser COLA than 
that for regular education in fiscal year 1981-82 significantly 
affected the difference between unit rates and actual teacher 
salaries. See Chapter 6 of the Special Education Fiscal Task Force 
Report for a more thorough discussion of these issues. 
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Studies conducted by the Special Education Fiscal Task Force 
confirmed that statewide direct costs as reported on the J-380/580 
exceeded IPSU entitlements by about 17 percent in fiscal years 
1984-85 and 1985-86. The findings indicate that two major areas 
of concern with the current funding model are the inadequate growth 
units and the value of IPS unit rates. 

Infant funding has been provided in a fragmented manner throughout 
the state, with some programs mandated while others are permissive. 
Funding sources include federal discretionary monies and state IPSU 
allocations. 

Some of the funding procedures for infant programs have been 
developed outside the parameters of the J-50 funding process while 
others have been developed using the J-50 parameters. A 
significantly different system of growth/ recapture standards has 
been established for infant services, further complicating the 
calculations for funding, the data management process, and 
recordkeeping. 

SELPAs that were operating infant programs in fiscal year 1980-81 
through federal or state funds were mandated to continue operating 
these programs. These SELPAs, if above the 10 percent enrollment 
funding cap, were given an opportunity in fiscal year 1981-82 to 
apply for additional J-50 DIS-IPSUs if these units were in 
operation in fiscal year 1980-81 and were funded by federal funds. 
These DIS-IPSUs were outside the 50 percent growth limitation and 
the 50 percent support services squeeze that were applied to 
regular special education. They also subsequently became part of 
the freeze. 

On June 28, 1985, AB 2557 was signed into law by the Governor. 
Education Code Section 56728.8 reads: 

(a) Notwithstanding subdivision (d) of Section 
56760, for the 1985/86 fiscal year and each fiscal 
year thereafter, a special education local plan 
area shall be eligible for state funding of those 
instructional personnel service units operated and 
fundable for services to individuals with 
exceptional needs younger than three years of age 
at the second principal apportionment of the prior 
fiscal year, so long as the unduplicated pupil 
count of these pupils divided by the number of 
instructional personnel services units is not less 
than the following: 

(1) For special classes and centers 12 

(2) For resource specialist programs 24 

(3) For designated instruction and services 
Based on the unduplicated pupil count . . . 12 

or 

Based on the duplicated pupil count ... .39 
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Previous to this legislation , the ratio ior special day classes 
was one to 10 , as part of the ages 3-21 program funding. In fiscal 
year 1985/86, the class size averages previously shown were used 
for recapture but subsequent authority increased the growth 
standards to one to 16 for SDC and DIS for fiscal year 1986/87. 
However, to avoid penalizing existing programs, the fiscal year 
1985/86 ongoing state and federally funded infant units were 
protected at 12. Eligible growth units were added to tho freeze 
forms . 

In addition to the state freeze units, SELPAs may be eligible for 
additional growth through the Federal Discretionary Grants process. 

Preschool Students Requiring Intensive Services (Rial and 
Not Requiring Intensive services (NOT-RIfl) 

Information regarding preschool programs is provided in Appendix D. 



IPSU DISTRIBUTION STEPS 

A typical SELPA must have accurate information from a variety of 
sources to be able to most efficiently distribute its IPSUs. 
Certain steps must be completed before distribution can occur. 
These steps are listed below in the order in which they are 
completed. This example traces distribution at the first period, 
but it is substantially the same as a second period process. 

• Step 1 - Gather Information; 

• Step 2 - Determine available units after transfer IN and 
OUT of IPSUs to or from Other SELPAs/ county offices; 

• step 3 - Compare units operated, adjusted for transfers IN 
and OUT, to freeze units by instructional setting; 

• Step 4 - Realign the freeze units to correspond with the 
current SELPA needs; and 

• Step 5 - Allocate operating units to the SELPA LEAs. 

The following is a discussion of the above steps and specific 
details of how each is completed. 
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Step l - gather Information 



The following information will be needed in order to distribute 
ZPSUs: 

General 



informatio n to Be gathered 



Provider 



Time 



1. Growth Notification 



2. Freeze Forms 

• 0-2.9 years old 

• 3-21 years old 



California 
Department 
of Education 

California 
Department 
of Education 



August 



Hid October 
for P-l 

March for 
P-2 



3. Transfer Students by Setting 
and by LEA 

• Number of students being 
transferred ht to Other 
SELPAs or couiity offices 

• Numbers of students being 
transferred IN from Other 
SELPAs 

4. Fractional Units exchanged 

The fractional IPSUs per-student 
exchanged by SELPAs and County 
Offices 



5. Number of Units Each LEA in the 
SELPA is Operating for 0-2.9 
and 3-21 Age Levels 

• SDC/Non-SH 

• SDC/SH 

• PSP 

• DIS - Certificated FTE 

• DIS - Classified FTE 

• Aides 

6. Number of LCI /Foster Home 
Students Receiving Special Ed. 
Services in the SELPA by 
Instructional Setting (this 

is optional in some SELPAs) 



SELPA MIS; October 
Other SELPAs; for P-l 
county office. March for 
(This information P-2 
should be verified 
between SELPAs and 
between program and 
business personnel.) 



SELPA MIS; 
Other SELPAs; 
county office 
(Communication 
with sending or 
receiving SELPAs 
is important.) 

SELPA MIS 



Prior 
Agreement 



October 
for P-l 
March for 
P-2 



SELPA MIS 



October 
for P-l 
March for 
P-2 
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stop 2 - D«f rmin« Av al labia Units After Transfer IN and OUT of 
IPBDs to o r from Othar flBLPfta /County Offigraa 



A typical SELPA has resident students attending special education 
programs in other SELPAs or County Offices. It also has students 
attending its programs that live in other SELPAs. The following 
examples demonstrate one methodology for exchanging IPSUs. Please 
contact your SELPA Administrator and/or Business Administrator to 
determine the specific methodology used in your SELPA. 

In the example below, the SELPA is transferring out a total of 35 
students to SELPAs 1, 2, and 3. The exchange values of IPSU are 
determined by the receiving LEA based on the types of programs 
operated and may vary in certain instances. In this example, the 
number of pupils being transferred are multiplied by the values 
assigned for fractional IPSUs to calculate the final exchange of 
units shown in the last three columns. 





















Ri»tcftflt Sludantt Transferred OUT 


i 


























Fractional IPSUs 










Namo of 




SDC 


SDC 


OIS 


sec 


SDC 


DIS 


SELPA 


NO. PupllS 


2 Aides 


1 Aide 


Dupllc 


2 Aides 


i Aide 


Duplicated 


SELPA 1 


3 




0 10 


0 0417 




0.30 


0 13 


SELPA 2 


4 




0 10 


0.05 




0.40 


0.20 


SELPA 2 


26 


0 1 150 




0 05 


i 99 




1 30 


SELPA 3 


2 




0.10 


0.0417 




0.20 


0.08 


Totals 


35 








2 99 


0 90 


1.71 



In comparison, the sample SELPA is transferring 34 students into 
its programs. 



















Nori'Rttldtnt Studtnts Twitton-ed IN 


i 
























Fractional IPSUs 










Name of 




SDC SDC 


DIS 


SDC 


SDC 


DIS 


SELPA 


No Pupils 


2 Aides l Aide 


Duphc 


2 Aides 


1 Aide 


Duplic 


SELPA 1 


1 4 


0 10 


0 0417 




1 40 


0 56 


SELPA 4 


2 


0 10 


0 0417 




0 20 


0 06 


SELPA 5 


1 7 


0 10 


0 0417 




1 70 


0 71 


SELPA 6 


1 


0 10 


0 0417 




0 10 


0 04 


Totals 


34 






0 


3 40 


1 41 



5 1 
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The SELPA is transferring OUT a total of 5.60 units and 
transferring IN 4.81 units. The net difference of .79 is deducted 
from the SELPA' • freeze units. The resulting factor is the number 
of iPSUs available for SELPA operation. If the units IN were 
greater than those transferred OUT, the difference would be added 
to the freeze units, increasing the number of units available for 
operation. In the example below, the SELPA has available 294.52 
units to operate its programs. 



T*titUntt»IN and OUT 1 


OUTS: 




SDC/1 Aide 


0.90 


S0C/2 Aides 


2.99 


DIS 


1.71 


Total OUT 


S.60 


INS: 




SDC/1 Aide 


3.40 


SDC/2 Aides 


0.00 


DIS 


1 41 


Total IN 


4.61 



OUTS less INS 079 



Fre*** Unite " - '"-tf 


SDC 


124.11 


RSP 


66.50 


DIS 


84.70 


Total 


295 31 


Less Difference 




Between INS & OUTS 


(0.79) 


Available IPSUs for 
SELPA Operations 


294.52 



Step 3 - Compare Units Being Operated. Plus Transfers IN and OUT. 
to Freeze Units, by Instructional Setting 

By using the SELPA MIS system, the SELPA adds up the number of 
units currently in operation by instructional setting. The sample 
SELPA has five districts operating a total of 294.52 IPSUs. Most 
likely, this number would not equal the available freeze units but 
is used in the sample to provide coherence within the sample. 











• TV- 










LEAS 


SDC 


RSP 


DIS 


TOTAL 


District A 


13.00 


12.50 


15.67 


41.37 


District B 


14.00 


10.00 


7.59 


31.59 


District C 


55.00 


31.50 


30.23 


116.73 


District D 


29.00 


16.00 


20.31 


65.31 


District E 


11.00 


18 00 


10.52 


39.52 


Total 


122. 00 


88.00 


84.52 


294.52 


PLUS OUTS 


3 89 




1.71 


5.60 


LESS INS 


(3 40) 




(1 41) 


(481) 


Units Needed 


12249 


88 00 


84 82 


295.31 



The transfers of units OUT are added to those being operated by the 
SELPA LEAs and the transfers of units IN are deducted. The 
resulting number of units needed is 295.31. 
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Step 4 - Stftliga the Freeee onite to corraapond With the Currant 

SELPA Mflfldj 



Based upon the comparison made in Step 3, the SELPA should realign 
the units within settings. Doing so may not increase the total 
number of freeze units, however. The sample shows that the SELPA 
is reducing the number of SDC units by 1.62 and increasing RSP by 
1.50 and DIS by .12. 





REALIGNMENT OF FREEZE mi^SS^. 


1 P.\ O^miftUf&OP UNITS AM 




Instructional 
Setting, 


Column A 
Maximum Units 
Available 


Column B 
Units to Be 
Allocated 


Column C 
Difference 

(♦ or -) 


SOC 
RSP 
OlS 
TOTAL 


124.11 
86. SO 
84.70 

295.31 


122.40 
88.00 
84.82 

205.31 


1.62 
(1 50) 
(0.12) 

0.00 


Proar«mm*tle JfoiWifeillon For Redfettlbutton flt Unite at fM: 


The shift of units Is necessary to provide programs for 
students in the Least Restrictive Environment and to 
accommodate the transfer of units in and out of the SELPA. 



Step 5 - Allocate operating Units to t he SELPA LEAs 

The SELPA must now determine the number of available 6 hour FTE 
aides available to it using the realigned freeze SDC units times 
1.05 plus the realigned RSP units. Please note that Transfers out 
of IPS Units, including aide allocations, must be accounted for 
before SELPA' s allocation of units to its members. The SELPA' s 
Aide allocation is shown below: 



SELPA 




AIDE FTE ENTITLEMENT 


Realigned SDC Freeze Units 


122.49 


Additional Entitlement 


1 05 


Total SDC Aide Entitlement 


128 61 


Realioned RSP Freeze Units 


88 00 


Total Aide FTEs 


216 61 



IV-28 ^ J 



District A is operating a total of 41.37 IPSUs. Of these, 1.98 
units are transfers IN. Therefore, the SELPA need only allocate 
39.39 IPSUs to this operator. Of the total SDC units, 4 are SH 
and 9 are NSH. 



• : . units, in operation mr*m*mm< 




SDC 


RSP 


OIS 


Total 


District A 


11.60 


12.60 


15.29 


39.39 


Transfers IN 


1.40 




0.58 


1.98 


Total Operating Units 


13.00 


12.50 


15.87 


41.37 


SH 


4.00 








NSH 


9.00 









To determine the number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes 
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide 
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. However, for 
a few LEAs in the base fiscal year of 1979-80, more hours were 
being used and an FTE standard of more than six hours may have been 
established. In the following examples, 6.0 hours will be used as 
a FTE calculation. 

Example One 

District A is operating a total of 5.00 SH aide FTEs compared to 
4 classes. Therefore, it needs 3.00 one aide, SH IPS Units and 
1.00 two aide, SH IPS Unit (3.00 + (1.00 x 2) = 5.00 FTEs). The 
total number of NSH aide hours operated is 129.00, or 21.50 FTEs. 
District A is operating 9 NSH SDCs and 12.50 RSP classes, or a 
total of 21.50 classes, which is equal to the calculated aide FTEs. 



DETERMINATION OF NO AIDE, 




ONE AIDE, * TWO AIDE CLASSES 






SH 


NSH 


TOTAL 


Daily Aide Hours 


30.00 


129.00 


159 00 


Divided by 8 hours 


6.00 


6 00 




Aide FTE @ 6 hrs 


5 00 


21.50 


26.50 


Number SDC Classes 


4.00 


9 00 


13 00 


Number RSP Classes 




12 50 


12 50 


Total Classes 


4 00 


2150 


25.50 


Number SDC 0 Aide Classes 




0.00 


0 00 


Number SDC 1 Aide Classes 


3 00 


9 00 


12 00 


Number SDC 2 Aide Classes 


1 00 




1 00 


Subtotal SDC 


4.00 


9.00 


13 00 


Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 




12 50 


12 50 


Total Classes 


4 00 


21 50 


25 50 
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On J-50 LPA Schedule B, the SELPA would allocate the following 
units: 



OA Schedule- ft 


soc 


RSP 


OIS 


TOTAL 


District A EOP980 
Transfer* In E0P096 

TOTAL Operating Units 


No AWo 


Ono Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 


0.00 


10.60 
1 40 


1.00 




12. 50 


15.29 
0.56 


39.39 
1.98 


0.00 


12.00 


1.00 


0.00 


12.50 


15.67 


41.37 



Example Two 

District B is operating a total of 31.59 IPSUs. Because it does 
not receive transfer IN units, all 31.59 units must be allocated 
by the SELPA. Of the 14 SDC units, 4 are SH and 10 are NSH. 



UNITS IN OPERATION 




SDC 


RSP 


DIS 


Total 


District B 


14.00 


10.00 


7.59 


31.59 


Transfers IN 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


0 00 


Total Operating Units 


14.00 


10.00 


759 


31.59 


SH 


4.00 








NSH 


10.00 









To determine the number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes 
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide 
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. District B 
is operating a total of 6.59 SH aide FTEs compared to 4 classes. 
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Therefore, it needs 1.41 IPSU SH one aide and 2.59 SH two aides 
(1.41 + 2.59 + 2.59 * 6.59 FTEs) . The total number of NSH aide 
hours being operated is 105.05 or 17.51 FTEs. District B is 
operating 10 NSH SDC classes and 10 RSP classes or a total of 20. 
Ten of those classes are RSP, leaving 7.51 SDC classes to be funded 
with one aide and 2.49 with no aide. 







7 ONI AIDE, * TWO AIDE CLASSES 


..■XV '." y'y 




SH 


NSH 


TOTAL 


Daily Aide Hours 


39 55 


10505 


144.60 


Divided by 8 hours 


6.00 


6.00 




Aide FTE <§> 6 hrs. 


6.59 


17.51 


24.10 


Number SDC Classes 


4.00 


10.00 


14.00 


Number RSP Classes 




1000 


10.00 


Total Classes 


4.00 


20.00 


24.00 


Number SDC 0 Aide Classes 




249 


2.49 


Number SDC 1 Aide Classes 


1.41 


7.51 


692 


Number SDC 2 Aide Classes 


2 59 




2.59 


Subtotal SDC 


4.00 


10.00 


14.00 


Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 




10 00 


10.00 


Total Classes 


4.00 


20 00 


24.00 



On J-50 LPA Schedule B, the SELPA would allocate the following 
units: 



j^o IP* maMm i 


SDC 


RS 


p 


DIS 


TOTAL 


District B EDP980 
Transfers In E0P996 

TOTAL Operating Units 


No Aide 


One Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 


2 49 


8 92 
0 00 


2 59 




10.00 


7 59 
0 00 


31 59 

0.00 


2 49 


8 92 


2 59 


0.00 


10 00 


7 59 


31 59 



These two examples begin with a basic assumption that ther^ are 
adequate aide hours to allocate to the LEAs within the SELPA to 
cover the operations. In many SELPAs this will not be the case. 
In instances where the aide entitlement is less than the number 
operated, a distribution system is necessary to determine which LEA 
will receive what amount of aide time. Systems vary across the 
state, depending upon local agreements and historical and/or 
philosophical underpinnings to the SELPA structure. The Local Plan 
describes the system employed within each SELPA. 
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The examples demonstrate that each LEA does not necessarily receive 
its individual entitlement. Rather, the entitlement is calculated 
SELPA-wide. To determine if the SELPA has fully utilized its aide 
entitlement, simply sum the Total IPS Units Allocated in the SDC 
columns with aides (EDP 995) as follows: 

SDC - One aide: 62.55 x 1 = 62.55 

SDC ~ Two aides: 33.03 x 2 - 66.06 

Total 128-61 

This number corresponds directly with the total number of aides to 
which the SELPA is entitled, shown in Step 5 on page IV-28. Note 
that all RSP Units are operated and allocated with one aide. 

The completed SELPA J-50 LPA Schedule B is on the next two pages. 

Also note that the IPS units transferred out, i.e., .90 SDCs with 
one aide and 2.99 SDCs with two aides, are included within the 
total allocation for aides. 

The J-50 LPA Schedule B should be cross-checked for accuracy. The 
units available to be allocated to districts within the SELPA under 
the heading "2 - Distribute units to entities within your SELPA" 
(EDP 981) can be separated by the units available from the SELPA 1 s 
FRZ (EDP 955) . Transfers in are above and beyond the subtotal 
included within EDP 995. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J.50-LPA SCHEDULE B 
(Rev. 09-69) 



J-50-LPA SCHEDULE B • AGES 3-21 PROGRAM 
DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS TO OPERATING ENTITIES 

FOR 1989/90 



1969/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL 



County: VALLEY VIEW 



Local Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA 



i 



All nuabero on this page ahall ba carried to two decimal placee 

1. Total IPS unlta avai labia by sotting for funding 

(from 1969/90, P-1 J-50-fRZ Colum 6. which Includaa growth unlta).. 

Oiatributa tha IPS unlta liatad above on linaa 2 and S balow. 

2. Oiatributa unite to antltlaa within your SELPA: 

NAK OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHICH UNITS ARE ALLOCATED: 




Column A : Colum B : Colum C 
Special Day : Raaource : Designated 
Claaeee : Spec iol lets :lnst. ft Svs. 




955 



122.49 



86.00 



84.82 : 



295.31 : 



SPECIAL DAY CLASSES 
EOF i No Aide : One Aide 
No. : Coluan A : Colum 8 



Two Aidea 
Coluan C 



RESOURCE SPECIALISTS 
No Aide : One Aide 
Coluan 0 : Colum E 



OIS 
FTE 
Coluan F 



a. Oittrict A 


160 




10.60 


1.00 




i 

a A KM 

12 .50 


• C A A 

t 15.29 




b. Oittrict B 


AAA 

980 


A J A 

2.49 


a a a 

8.92 


A C A 

2.59 




e A A A 

10.00 


7.59 




c. Oittrict C 


980 


20.09 


16.40 


16.51 




31.50 


29.40 




d. Oittrict 0 


980 




21.33 


7.67 




16.00 


20.31 




t. Oittrict E 


980 


4. 33 

■■■■•■■■■■■a 

28.91 


4.40 

■■■■■■■■■■■a 


2.27 

■■■■■■■■■■■a 




18.00 

■ ■■■■81818181818181 


10.52 

■■■■■■■■■■■■ 




Subtotal of unit* •Uoctttd within this SELPA (Total Una 2) 


981 


61.65 


30.04 


0.00 


66.00 


63.11 


: 269.71 


Trantfar unitt to anothar SELPA: 










i : 








NAHE OF SELPA: 


















a. SELPA 1 


991 




0.30 








0.13 




b. SELPA 2 


991 




0.40 


2.99 






1.50 : 




c. SELPA 3 


991 




0.20 








0 08 : 




d. 


991 


















991 
















Subtotal of unitt trantfarrad to anothar SELPA (Total lint 3) 


992 


0.00 


0.90 


2.99 : 


0.00 : 


0.00 


1.71 • 


5.60 


Total IPS unitt allocated in tach Coluin (Total of lints 2 and 3)... 


995 


26.91 


62. 55 


33.03 


0.00 : 


88.00 


64.82 


295.31 



9 

ERIC 



BEST COPY AVAILABLF 



TOTAL SOC 
AIDE ENT. 
USING 



122.49 
128.61 
128.61 



EOF 995 - Col. A ♦ Col. 6 ♦ Col. 
(122.49 a 1.05 > 128.61) 
(62.55 ♦ 33.03 ♦ 33.03 - 126.61) 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-LPA SCHEDULE B (Rev. 0949) 



J-50-LPA SCHEOULE B • AGES 3-21 PROGRAM 



1989/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL 



County: VaLLEY VIEW Local Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA 



All nutter* on this page shall ba earrlad to two dscinel piaeaa 



Sa Transfer utita rscaivad by this SELPA: 

List tha mm of tha SELPA transfsrrino units to your SELPA and ths : 
nana of distriet/county where pupils ara being pro vl dad aarviea. 

FRCH TO 

a. SELPA 1 Olstriet A 


EOP 
No. 


SPECIAL DAY CLASSES 
No Aide : One Aide 
Coluan A : Coluan B 


Two Aides 
Coluan C 


RESOURCE SPECIALISTS 
No Aids : Ons Aide : 
Colum 0 : Colum E : 


OIS 
FTE 
Celuan F 


996 
996 
996 
996 
996 
- 996 
996 
996 
997 




1.40 








0.51 


b. SELPA 4 Olstriet C 




0.20 








0.M 


e. SELPA S Olstriet C 




1.70 








0.71 


d. SELPA 6 Olstriet C 




0.10 








0.06 


a. 




! 




i 


! 


! 


f. 














0- 








: i 


1 




h. 














Total unite transisrrsd to this SELPA (Total of line S) 


0.00 


3.40 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


1.41 



NOTES: 

A. Education Coda Saction 56760 (a) limits aach SELPA to an avaraga of ona taachar and 1.05 aidas par apacial clasa or cantar; tharafora, on lina 4, EDP 995 your SD&two aid* 
allocation may only axcaad your SDC-no alda allocation by .05 timaa your SDC, J-50-FRZ, Una 1, EDP 955; to wit, (EDP 995C • EDP 995A) may aqual but not axcaad (.05 x EDP 
955A). (For a mora datailad axplanation, aaa tha Instruction shaat 'Allocating SDC Units to Fund 1.05 Aldaa par SDC.'] 

B. Education Coda 56362 (f) atatas 'At laaat sighty parcant of tha raaourca apaclaliats within a local plan ahall ba provldad with an Instructional aida.* 

C. Tha total of units on lina 4, Columns A, B and C cannot axcaad tha IPS units from Una 1, Column A; tha total of units on lina 4. Columns D and E cannot axcaad tho IPS units 
from lina 1, Column B; tha total of units on Una 4, Column F cannot axcaad tha IPS unita from lina 1. Column C. 




V. J-50 DATA REQUIRED 



Preparation of the J-50 document can be greatly facilitated if data 
are collected before the preparer begins to actually complete the 
J-50 forms. Initially, to provide a context for data gathering and 
form completion, this chapter includes an exhibit which summarizes 
the flow of the J-50 Report. The remainder of this chapter will 
help the reader understand what data are required to complete the 
J-50, as well as where those data can be found. The chapter 
describes data requirements and sources for SELPA-level 
distribution of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs) , as 
well as data requirements and sources necessary for LEAs to 
complete J-50 forms. The chapter contains sample data which are 
also presented in examples of completed J-50 forms in Chapter VI. 



REPORT FLOW 

Exhibit V.l on the following page summarizes the J-50 Report flow. 
As can be seen, the general flow of information is from the SELPA 
to LEAs, back to the SELPA, and then through the county office of 
education to the California Department of Education (CDE) . Readers 
may refer to the CDE's Data Acquisition calendar for more 
information regarding time lines. 



DATA REQUIREMENTS AND SOURCES 

This chapter groups data needed to complete the J-50 into five 
categories: 

1. SELPA-level distribution of IPS Units; 

2. LEA-level IPS Units operated versus units funded; 

3. LEA-level data from state exhibits and other sources; 

4. LEA-level extended year data; and 

5. LEA-level nonpublic school data. 

For each category, the chapter contains a section listing the data 
items within the category, noting their sources, and which J-50 
fori.;s the data items are needed to complete. Each category is 
accompanied by an exhibit which summarizes example data from an 
imaginary district, Delta Unified School District, which is a 
member of the imaginary White Cloud SELPA in Blue Sky County. 
Chapter VI contains examples of completed J-50 forms for the Delta 
District which are based on the data items in this chapter. To 
clarify the relationship, key data items from the completed J-50 
forms in Chapter VI are cross referenced back to items in this 
chapter. Exhibit V.2 on page V-3 provides more information on the 
example data. 
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Exhibit V.1 



THE J-50 REPORT FLOW FOR THE SUBMITTAL OF 
FIRST PERIOD, SECOND PERIOD, AND ANNUAL REPORTS 



Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA) 
Data Gathering 



SELPA Allocation of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs) 
to Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) 



SELPA Notification of Revenue Data from External Sources 
(e.g., Public Law 94-142 Grants) 



LEAs Complete J-50 Worksheets 
Using Data Provided by Internal and External Sources 



T 




LEAs Complete J-50 Data Sheet II 



1 




SELPA Reviews LEA J-50 Forms and Submits These Forms and All 
Other Required Forms to the County Office of Education 



County Office of Education Reviews J-50 Forms and 
Submits the Completed J-50 Report 
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Exhibit V.2 



USING EXAMPLE DATA IN CHAPTER V TO 
PRACTICE COMPLETING J-50 FORMS 



This manual is arranged so that a reader can actually complete a practice J-50 Report. 



Chapter V includes a complete set of example data for the hypothetical Delta Unified 
School District, as well as selected accompanying data from the hypothetical White 
Cloud SELPA. 



As a practicum, the reader may wish to use the data in Chapter V to complete part or 
all of a J-50 Report for the Delta District using his or her own blank J-50 forms. 



The practice J-50 Report may be checked by comparing it to a fully completed J-50 for 
Delta District in Chapter VI. 

In any case, the data item lists and descriptions in this Chapter can be useful to 
persons preparing J-50s for their own LEAs. 

Most data items for Delta District in this Chapter are presented on Data Collection 
Workshee' THESE WORKSHEETS ARE NOT REQUIRED, but they may be useful 
models for LEAs and SELPAs. Blank worksheets are presented in an appendix as a 
convenience. 
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l- SELPA-L a va 1 Distribution of IPS Pnita 



The reader should note that this chapter Is Intended to facilitate 
SELPA-level collection of local educational agency data required 
to prepare the J~50 Report. Data collection Is probably the most 
time-consuming portion of the J-50 process. Data collection is 
also an area where many errors are made, so accuracy is of 
fundamental importance. 

This section consists of a description of the data item, the 
source, and the use of that data on a J-50 form. It should be used 
in conjunction with summary data worksheets presented later in this 
chapter. For each data item/step, a full example is presented, 
with results in each gray box keyed by a letter code to demonstrate 
the flow of calculations between steps. Specifically, the first 
time a letter code (e.g., "A") appears, it signifies that a key 
data element has been derived. Each subsequent appearance of that 
same letter code indicates the use of that data element as part of 
an additional calculation. Single letter codes represent non- 
infant steps, while double letter codes (e.g., AA) represent infant 
steps. The reader should note that this is only a guide to the 
data collection process. As well, the sample worksheets are not 
required, but are intended to assist each LEA in preparing 
materials to meet its unique needs. Blank J-50 data collection 
worksheets are provided in Appendix B of this manual. 
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FROM WHERE/WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


DATA TO COLLECT 


ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 



Non-infant 

1.1) Determine units on 
the J-50 FR2 form. 

- Ages 0-2 

- Ages 3-21 



State-generated 
J-50 FRZ form with 
adjustments made by 
the SELPA director. 



J-50 LPA Schedule B 
& Infant Schedule B 
(green & pink long 
forms) 



1.1) NON-INFANT (3-21) J-50 FRZ DATA 

State Adjustments 
Pre-Printed Requested Difference 
Allocation APPROVED 



SDC 
RSP 
DIS 



62.00 
33.00 
28.00 



61.00 
34.00 
28.00 



1 .00 
1.00 
0.00 



123.00 



123;0Q 

A 



0.00 




2) Determine IPS 
Units transferred 
in and transferred 
out. 



SELPA Director/ 
Program Director 
(Based on agreements 
with other SELPAs) 



J-50 LPA Schedule B 
and Infant Schedule 
B (green & pink long 
forms) , and Data 
Sheet III 



1.2). NON-INFANT (3-21) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT 
IPS Units By Setting: 

SDC 


RSP 


DIS 


TOTAL 


Approved Units 


61.00 




34.00 


28.00 


123.00 A 


Transfer of Units In From: 
Singing Bird SELPA (to Delta Dist.) 
Bright Sun SELPA (to Omega Dist.) 


1.30 
0.60 






0.60 
0.10 


1.90 
0.70 


Transfer of Units Out To: 
Green Tree SELPA 
Singing Bird SELPA 


•0.30 
•1 .00 






•0.10 
•0.50 


•0.40 
•1.50 












NET TOTAL 


61.60 
C 




34.00 


28.10 


1 23.70 8 



The approved units for each instructional setting must match the 
total reflected on Schedule B (EDP 995, P-l, and EDP 994, P-2) , 
which includes the units allocated to LEAs within a SELPA , (EDP 
981, P-l, and EDP 983, P-2), and units transferred out to other 
SELPAs (EDP 992, P-l and EDP 993, P-2). The transfer of units in 
must match Schedule B, EDP 997 for P-l and EDP 999 for P-2. 
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FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM 
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? 



1.3) Allocation of IPS 
Units within SELPA 
by instructional 
setting (SDC, RSP, 
or DIS) , and by 
number of aides 
( 0 , 1 , or 2 ) . 



SELPA Director/ 
Program Director 
(Based on adopted 
SELPA local plan 
mechanism for IPS 
Unit distribution.) 



J-50 LPA Schedule B 
and Infant Schedule 
B (green & pink long 
forms) 



1.3) NON-INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS WITHIN SELPA 














SDC 




RSP 




DIS 


TOTAL 




No Aide 


One Aide Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 






Alpha District 


0.00 


4.00 


0.00 


0.00 


4.20 


3.00 


11.20 


Delta District 


2.00 


36.05 


3.45 


0.00 


20.10 


16.60 


78.20 


Omega District 


0.00 


15.10 


1.00 


0.00 


9.70 


6.50 


34.30 
















TOTAL 


2.00 


55.15 


4.45 


0.00 


34.00 


26.10 


123.70 




C 


iZ* 55.15 *4<45 « 


51.501 








e 



Please note that Step 1.3 includes transfers into the White Cloud 
SELPA, so it will reconcile with the sum of the SELPA 1 s allocation 
(EDP 981 at P-l and EDP 983 at P-2) and transfers in (EDP 997 at 
P-i and EDP 992 at P-2) on Schedule B. 

At this point, it is useful to check the full utilization of SDC 
aide allocations (1.05 aides per SDC unit. This 1.05 factor does 
not apply to infants) : 

Total SDC aide entitlement: 61.00 iDC FRZ units x 1.05 = 64.05 
Aides transferred ot't: less .70 SDC one aide - .70 

less .60 SDC two aide - 1.20 

Remaining SELPA aide entitlement: 62.15 
Aides transferred in: plus 1.90 SDC one aide + 1.90 

Total SELPA fundable aide entitlement: 64.05 

Proof on SDC 1.05 aides = 61.00 SDC FRZ units X 1.05 = 64.05 

Aide entitlement allocated to SELPA and units transferred out of 
the SELPA: 62 . 15 + . 70 + 1 . 20 =64.05 

The SELPA may not exceed the calculated SDC aide entitlement when 
determining its distribution of 0, 1 and 2 aide SDC units. This 
must include allocation to entities within the SELPA and 
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allocations to other SELPAs. Therefore, SDC units transferred into 
a SELPA should not be included in this calculation. 



Steps 1.1 through 1.3 must be repeated for infant (ages 0-2) IPS 
Units. They are shown here as "Infant Steps" 1.4 through 1.6. 



1.4) INFANT (0-2) J-50 FRZ DATA 








State Adjustments 






Pre-Printed 


Requested 




Difference 




Allocation 


APPROVED 






S0C/1 


1.00 


1.00 




0.00 


SDC/2 


2.20 


2.20 




0.00 


RSP 


0.20 


0.20 




0.00 


DIS 


0.80 


0.80 




0.00 














4.20 


4.20 




0.00 






AA 







1.5) INFANT (0-2) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT 
IPS Units By Setting: 

SDC 


RSP 


OIS 


TOTAL 


Approved Units 


3.20 


0.20 


0.80 


4.20 AA 


Transfer of Units In: 
Transfer of Units Out: 


0.00 
0.00 


0.00 
0.00 


0.00 
0.00 


0.00 
0.00 


NET TOTAL 


3.20 

oc 


0.20 


0.80 


4.20 
68 



1.6) INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS WITHIN SELPA 














SDC 




RSP 




DIS 


TOTAL 




No Aide 


One Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 






Alpha District 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


0.00 


0 00 


Delta District 


0.00 


1.00 


1.20 


0.00 


0.20 


0.60 


3 00 


Omega District 


0.00 


0.00 


1.00 


0 00 


0.00 


0.20 


1 20 


















TOTAL 


0.00 


1.00 


2.20 


0.00 


0.20 


0.80 


4.20 




CC 


(0 + 1 + 2.2 - 


3.20) 








88 



Finally, by combining the results of steps 1.3 and 1.6, a summary 
number of IPS Units allocated for both infants and non-infants can 
be obtained for each of the SELPA ' s member LEAs . 



SUMMARY FOR J-50 ALC 


: ADD NON-INFANT TO INFANT 








I 






SDC 




RSP 




DIS 


TOTAL 




No Aide 


One Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 






Alpha District 


0.00 


4 00 


0 00 


0.00 


4.20 


3 00 


11 20 


Delta District 


2.00 


37 05 


4 65 


0 00 


20 30 


17 20 


81 20 


Omega District 


0.00 


15 10 


2 00 


0 00 


970 


8.70 


35 50 


















TOTAL 


2 00 


56 15 


6 65 


0 00 


34 20 


28 90 


127.90 
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At this point, it is useful to check the SELPA's IPS Unit total, 
net of transfers in and out, with the number of units it has 
allocated to its member LEAs. 



CHECK: 


J50 ¥nz, Ages 3.21 


t23.00 




J50 FRZ, Ages 0-2 


4.20 




3-21 Transfer In 


260 




3-21 Transfer Out 


•1.90 




0*2 Transfer In 


0.00 




0*2 Transfer Out 


0.00 




TOTAL | ' 


127.9 EE 



R.'i 
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2. LBA-Laval iPfl Baita operated varaua Units Allocated 

After SELPA distribution of IPS units, individual LEA worksheets 
can be prepared. 





FROM WHERE/WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


DATA TO COLLECT 


ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 


Determine the 


SELPA Director or 


J-50 ALC 


number of IPS 


J50 LPA 





Units allocated 
by the SELPAs and 
unit transfers 
received from 
other SELPAs. 



2.1) ALLOCATED UNITS: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT (From STEP 1.3 & 1.8) 








SOC 


RSP 


OIS 


TOTAL 


No Aide 


One Aide Two Aides 


No Aide One Aide 






Ages 3 • 21 (Step 1.3) 2.00 
AaesO-2 (Step 1.6) 0.00 


36.05 3.45 
1.00 1.20 


0.00 20.10 
0.00 0.20 


16.60 
0.60 


76.20 
3.00 


TOTAL 2.00 


37.05 4.65 


0.00 20.30 


17.20 


81.20 



2.2) Determine if IPS 
Units allocated 
serve severely 
handicapped or 
non-severely 
handicapped 
pupils. 



SELPA 

Director/ Program 
Director 



J-50 ALC 




2.2) SEVERELY HANOICAPPED VERSUS NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED UNITS ALLOCATED 

SOC 



No Aide One Aide Two Aides 



Severely Handicapped 
Non«Severely Handicapped 



0.00 
2.00 



20.00 
17.05 



4.65 
0.00 



Repeat steps 2.1 and 2.2 for P-2. 



9 

ERIC 
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FROM WHERE/ WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


DATA TO COLLECT 


ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 



2.3) IPS Units Special Education J-50 IPS 

operated, by Program Records or 

instructional Payroll Records, 
setting. 



2.3) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT P-1 


(Based upon Units Operated) 










soc 




RSP 


DIS 


TOTAL 




No Aide 


Cne Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide One Aide 






Ages 3 • 21 


2.00 


37.00 


3.45 


0.00 20.30 


16.74 


79.49 


Ages 0 • 2 


0.00 


1.00 


1.20 


0.00 0.20 


0.60 


3.00 


TOTAL 


2.00 


38.00 


4.65 


0.00 20.50 


17.34 


82.49 



2.4) Units operated, Program Director/ J-50 IPS 

by Severely and Accounting Records/ 

Non-Severely Payroll Records. 
Handicapped . 



2.4) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT P-1 (Severely Handicapped versus Non-Severely Handicapped) 

SOC 

No Aide One Aide Two Aides 

Severely Handicapped 0.00 20.00 4.65 

Non-Severely Handicapped 2.00 18.00 0.00 



For purposes of illustration, and consistency with examples of 
completed J-50 forms in Chapter VI, steps 2.3 and 2.4 are repeated 
in the following examples for the second reporting period. 



UNITS OPERATED AT P-2 




SOC 




RSP 


OIS 


TOTAL 




No Aide 


One Aide 


Two Aides 


No Aide 


One Aide 






Ages 3-21 
Ages 0 - 2 


2.00 
0.00 


39.00 
1.00 


3.45 
1.20 


0.00 
0.00 


20.80 
0.20 


17.24 
0.60 


82.49 

3.00 


TOTAL 


2.00 


40.00 


4.65 


0.00 


21.00 


17.84 


85.49 



SOC 

No Aide One Aide Two Aides 



Severely Handicapped 0 00 20.00 

Non-Severely Handicapped 2.00 20.00 



4.65 
0.00 
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DATA TO COLLECT 



PROM WHERE/WHOM 
ARE DATA COLLECTED? 



ONTO WHICH FORM 
DOES DATA GO? 



) Calculation of 
DIS, Classified 
and Certificated 
FTEs. 



Program Records/ 
Payroll Records 



J-50 IPS 



2.5) CALCULATION OF DiS CLASSIFIED AND CERTIFICATED UNITS 



P-1 FTE 



P-2 FTE 



ANNUAL 



Certificated EDPS11 
Classified EDPS13 



14.00 
9.25 



14.50 
9.50 



Multiply classified aide FTEs by the conversion factor to get the 
number of IPS Units operated. 



IMPORTANT NOTE: 

• Data on units operated should be collected from program 
officials; 

• Program officials should provide employee names to correspond 
to units; 

• Employee names should be reconciled back to payroll to ensure 
that salaries are charged to proper programs. 
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a. LEA-L«vl Data from State exhibit* and Related Sources 

This section includes data items which can be obtained from P-l 
State Data Sheets, other sources such as revenue limit funding 
summaries, and ADA reports. These data are summarized in J-50 Data 
Collection Worksheets I and II at the end of this section. 



DATA TO COLLECT 


FROM WHERE/WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


EDP H FOR 




ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 


TARGET FORM 



3.1) Support Services Ratio State Data Sheet I J-50 SSR/LGF 

- Support Rate 635 

- Non-Severe Rate 646 

- Severe Rate 647 

- SSR for Non-Base 

Year Operators 648 



3.2) Local General Fund 
Contribution (LGFC) 



State Data Sheet I J-50 SSR/LGF 



445 



3.3) 1979-80 Cost Per ADA 

3.4) Prior year unit rates: 

- SDC Rate 

- RSP Rate 

- DIS Rate 

- Aide Rate 



State Data Sheet T J-50 SSR/LGF 449 
State Data Sheet I J-50 UR 



284 
285 
286 
291 



3.5) DIS Conversion Factor State Data Sheet I J-50 IPS 



513 



LEA Records for 
the Base Year 



J-50 IPS 



3.6) FTE factor for aides 
(To calculate FTE 
aides, divide aide 
hours by 6 or 
unique FTE factor 
from 1980-81.) 

3.7) DIS operated, 1980-81: State Data Sheet I J-50 ENT 



- Regular 

- Ncn-def icited units 



73 



267 



067 
067 
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DATA TO COLLECT 


FROM WHERE /WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


EDP fC FOR 


ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 


TARGET FORM 



3.8) STRS adjustment 



3.9) Current year K-12 ADA Estimate from 

Revenue Limit 
Worksheet, 
Schedule B, 
EDP 027 less 028 



State Data Sheet I J-50 NET/ENT 338 

J-5C SSR/LGF 451 



3.10) Current Year Revenue Form K-12 J-50 NET/ENT 329 

Limit Rate Per ADA. (P-1,P-2,A) Revenue J-50 NPS 705 

Limit Worksheets 



3.11) LCI Pupil Counts 
(Unduplicated/Dup. ) 
Ages 3-21 



R-30 Pupil Count 
or MIS (Management 
Info. System) 



N/A (Used to 
Calculate Non- 
Deficit IPS 
Units) 



N/A 



3.12) Actual or Calculated Calculated with J-50 IPS 
Non-deficited Units LCI pupil Count 

From 11, or Actual 



N/A 



Non-deficited units may be calculated two ways, actual units 
oper* ted in LCIs or LCI pupils as percent of total pupils served; 
e.g., a district operates five SDCs serving 50 students. Ten 
pupils, or 20% of students, are from LCIs; therefore, 20% of the 
five units (1) is non-deficited. 



3.13) Actual Aide 
hours / FTEs: 

- Non-severely handi- 
capped 

- Severely handicapped 

(Divide hours by 6, 
or unique FTE Rate.) 



Program Director/ 
Payroll Records 



J-50 IPS 



572 
574 



3.14) Current Year SDC ADA Estimate/Actual 

From ADA Report 



J-50 NET/ENT 327 



9 

ERIC 
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DATA TO COLLECT 


FROM WHERE AVHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


EDP#FOR 




ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 


TARGET FORM 



3.15) P.L. 94-142 Funds 

-Dec. pupil count 
less 3-4 not-RIS. 
Do not include infants 
or 22 year olds. 

- Grant amounts 
distributed 
internally by SELPA. 

3.16) District revenue 
distributed under 
Education Code 
Section 56713. 
(Only applies to 
select counties.) 



SELPA Director 



J-50 NET/ENT 335 



COE/District 



J-50 NET/ENT 344 



GOB and/or SELPA Only 

Districts do not complete J-50 forms which require data from items 3.17 
through 3.25 of this section. 



3.17) Revenue Limit 
from Districts 



Estimate or 
Actual From COE 
Form 0 



J-50 NET/ENT 333 



3.18) Property Taxes 



Estimate or J-50 NET/ENT 3 39 

Actual From Form O 



3.19) COE SDC ADA 

Tier 1 (Column A) 

- Current year P-2 
ADA, K-8 

- Current year P-2 
ADA, 9-12 

Tier 2 (Column B) 

- Current year P-2 
ADA, K-8 



Estimate or 
Actual From ADA 
Reports 



J-50 DYR 



75 



101 

Column A 
107 

Column A 



101 

Column B 
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DATA TO COLLECT 


FROM WHERE/WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM 


EDP # FOR 




ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? 


TARGET FORM 



Current year P-2 
ADA, 9-12 



Longer year 
Current year P-2 
ADA, K-12 



107 

column B 



115A 



3.20) County Revenue 
distributed under 
Education Code 
Section 56713. 
(Only applies to 
select counties. 
SELPAs should submit 
complete methodology 
to the state.) 



COE J-50 EDP #340; 
if EDP #340 is 
negative, revenue 
is distributed to 
districts based on 
pupil count on J-50 
EDP #344. 



J-50 NET/ENT 342 



selpa only 

Data items 3.21 through 3.25 are relevant only to SELPAs. 



3.21) P.L. 94-142 Grant Grant Award J-50 NET/ENT 370 

The sum of EDP 335 
for all LEAs in a 
SELPA must equal the 
amount listed for a 
SELPA on EDP 373 on 
the J-50 NET/ENT. 



3.22) 3-4 Not-RIS Pupils Prior year, Dec. 1 J-50 NET.. ENT 371 

Unduplicated Pupil 
Count (R-30) . 
If an LEA does not 
have a final count, an 
estimate should be used. 
When a final count is 
received by the state, 
the state will auto- 
matically replace the 
LEA's estimate with the 
correct final count. 



DATA TO COLLECT 


FROM WHERE/WHOM 


ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR 




ARE DATA COLLECTED? 


DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM 



3.23) Estimated/ Actual Program Director/ J-50 NET/ENT 

Current Year Dec. 1 R-30 Report 
Pupil Count for P-l. 
Average of December 
and April for P-2 

- Ages 0-21 357 

- Ages 3-4, not-RIS 362 



3.24) CBEDS Current Year CBEDS Reports J-50 NET/ENT 

Pupil Enrollment Filed in October 

- CBEDS for the SELPA 

- 10% CBEDS 359 



3.25) Low-Incidence Prior Year Dec. 1 J-50 NET/ENT 364 

Pupil Count Count (low-incidence 

categories only from 
R-30) 



The worksheet which follows contains each data item, from 3.1 through 
3.25. It has been completed with imaginary data for Delta Unified 
School District, a member of the "White Cloud" SELPA. In areas where 
timing precludes finalized data from an LEA, the CDE will use other 
subsequently reported data to insert final accurate figures. 



77 



J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET I 
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES 



DATA TO COLLECT 



3.1. a 
b. 
c. 
d. 

3.2. 
3.3. 



3.4. 




3.6. 
3.6. 
3.7. 

3.8. 

3.9. 

3.1. 
3.11. 
3.12. 



Support Services Ratio 
Non-Severely Handicapped 
Severely Handicapped 
Average 

Local General Fund Contribution 

1970-80 Cost per ADA 

Prior Year Unit rates 
SDC Rate 
RSP Rate 
OIS Rate 
Aide Rate 

DIS Conversion Factor 

Aide Full Time Equivalency Factor 

OIS Units Operated 

Total Unite Operated, 1980-81 
Non-Oeficited Units, 1980-81 

STRS Adjustment 

Current Year K-12 ADA 

Current Year Revenue Limit 

LCI Pupil Count (Ages 3-21) 

Non-Deficited Units 
NSH SDC. No Aide 
NSH SDC. One Aide 
NSH SDC, Two Aides 
RSP, No Aide 
RSP, One Aide 
DIS 

SH SDC. No Aide 
SH SDC, One Aide 
SH SDC. Two Aides 



3.13. 




Aide Hours divided by 6 hours, or 
by FTE Factor from #6 above 
a. Non-Severely Handicapped 
b Severely Handicapped 



3 14. Current Year SDC ADA 

3.15. Federal Public Law 94-142 Funds 

Pupil Count 

OR Grant Amount 

3.16. Ed Code 56713 funds from County 



EDP# 

635 
646 
647 
648 

446 

449 



284 

285 
286 



NO CHANGE 
P1/P2/ANNUA L 

0.5701 
0.5215 
0.6701 



$530.000 



$49.00 



$32.492 
$34.404 
$33.448 




291 


$12,424 






513 


0 3614 




-« : . : v'" f ": \s\-:'.<<<. 

< • :. --.V ' ; : . 

:-.;.V.V.V, •.-...-.V/V.. '/.•■•'.■<•. 

' . 


267 


6.00 




. ' '■./■■ 


67 


15.34 




x x^S. - v^."^">."::.":v>*:'-"-t-".-v> 
■/.■;.:!;.•>'■>■..• •y.'fi:^-:-''- jr'y. 


67 


1.30 






338 


$40,000 






AG* 1 


;, .;.-.;.\-.;.;.-.-.^.;.-.:.>;.;.:.X.;. •>:•:.:. 


19 000 A A 


1 o ino 00 

1 €m | 1 V W ■ WW 


320 

b V 




2,750.00 


2.750.00 


N/A 




60 


60 


526 




0.00 


0.00 


528 




2.00 


2.00 


530 




0.00 


0.00 


546 




0.00 


000 


532 




0.70 


0.70 


548 




1.30 


1.30 


562 




0.00 


000 


564 




1.00 


1 00 


566 




200 


2 00 


572 




32.75 


34 75 


574 




34.50 


35 00 


327 




350.00 


370 00 


335 




1 .165 


1,165 


335 




$330,454 


$330,454 


344 




$60,000 


$60,000 



$60,000 
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET II 
PRIOR YEAR DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES 

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY 



DATA TO COLLECT 



EDP« 



NO CHANGE 
P1/P2/ANNUAL 



COE OR SELPA 



3.16. 


Revenue Limit Funds from Districts 


333 


3.17. 


Property Taxes 


330 


3.18. 


COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 1 


101 




COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 1 


107 




COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 2 


101 




COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 2 


107 




COE SDC K-12 ADA Longer Year 


118 


3.19. a. 


Ed. Code 66713 Funds to Districts 


342 


b. 


Ed. Code 86713 Funds to County 


344 


SELPA ONLY 




3.20. 


Federal Public Law 94-142 Grant 


370 


3.21. 


3-4 Year Old Nol-RIS Pupil Count 


37 'i 



3.22. Current Year December Pupil Count 
at P«1 and Average December 

and April at P-2 

a. Total, Ages 0-21 357 

b. Ages 3*4, Not-RIS, 362 

3.23. CBEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A 

10 Percent of CBEDS Count 350 

3.24. Low-Incidence Pupil Count 364 

(prior year December) 




;::i llllllif : 



-yy-yyyyyyyyyyy.^ :■:■>:■:■:■: 




wmmm 

<<<yyyy-/yyyyyy *>:■:■>:•: 



yyyyy. 



:, :■> ■ :-> •'y^yy-yy/- 

WvSMy;yy^Xy:y.xyy: 
ys< yyyyyyyyyy. yyy;>. * ■ 
■y'.yyyyyyy.-yy<yy<K-yyyy. 



y;;\f;[yp 



p-1 


P-2 


ANNUAL 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


0 


0 


0 


$60,000 


$60,000 


$60,000 


$567,302 


$567,302 


$567,302 


80 


80 


80 


2,100 


2,100 


2,100 


88 


86 


85 


20,000 


20,000 


20,000 


2,000 


2,000 


2.000 


100 


100 


100 
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4. LEA-Mvl Exfc«nd«d vr Data 



This information pertains mostly to extended year programs during the 
summer months, but is required of certain year-round schools and in 
other limited instances as well. Data Collection Worksheet III 
summarizes the data items which are required in this category. 



DATA TO COLLECT 



FROM WHERE/WHOM 
ARE DATA COLLECTED? 



ONTO WHICH FORM 
DOES DATA GO? 



4.1) Days taught for 
extended year: 



- 3-4 RIS: NSH & SH; 

- 5-21: NSH & SH; and 

- Infant: NSH & SH. 



State school 
registers (Forms 
J-32-R and J-32)/ 
program director 



J-50 EXT 



4.2) Extended Year SDC 
Enrollment: 



- 3-4 RIS: NSH & SH; 

- 5-21: NSH & SH; and 

- Infant: NSH & SH. 



State school 
registers (Forms 
J-32-R and J-32)/ 
program director 



J-50 EXT 



4.3) Actual Extended Year 
Units Operated: 

- 3-4 RIS, NSH & SH 
SDC Units & aides, 
and DIS Units; 

- 5-21 NSH & SH 

SDC Units & aides, 
and DIS Units; and 

- infant NSH & SH 
SDC Units & aides, 
and DIS Units. 

4.4) LCI Pupils in Extended 
Year Programs, or 
non-def icited units. 



State school 
registers (Forms 
J-32-R and J-32)/ 
program director 



J-50 EXT 



J-50 EXT 



Calculation varies: 

• Identify classes which specifically serve LCI pupils; or 

• Calculate LCI pupils as percentage of total students, and apply 
that percentage to the total number of classes; e.g., 110 total 
students are served in 10 funded classes. There are 20 LCI 
students counted in the 110. 20 divided by 110 equals 18%, so 
18% of 10 funded classes = 1.8 classes. 
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FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM 
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? 



4.5) State school pupils 
attending extended 
year programs. 



Special Education 
Director / Other 



J-50 EXT 



3-4 RIS NSH 
3-4 RIS SH 
5-21 NSH 
5-21 SH 

Infant (0-2) NSH 
Infant (0-2) SH 



Data Collection Worksheet III on the following page contains example data 
for Delta District for items 4.1 through 4.5. 
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET III 
EXTENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION 




DATA TO COLLECT 



EOP# 



J.M EXT 
COLUMN 



P-1 



4.1. DAYS TAUGHT 



a. 3-4 RIS NSH 

b. *4 RIS SH 

c. 6-21 NSH 

d. 6-21 SH 

e. Infant (0-2) NSH 

f. Infant (0-2) SH 



521 
6SS 
$21 

sss 

650 
665 



A 
A 
D 
0 
A 
A 



30 
30 
30 



30 



4.2. ENROLLMENT 



a. 3-4 RIS NSH 

b. 3-4 RIS SH 

c. 5-21 NSH 

d. 5-21 SH 

«. Infant (0-2) NSH 

f. Infant (0-2) SH 



520 
563 
529 
563 
654 
669 



A 
A 
D 
D 
A 
A 



14 
Of " 

1 3 J" 



12 



4.3. UNITS OPERATED 




a. 


SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


b. 


SDC Aidea 3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


c. 


DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


d. 


SDC 5-21 NSH 


534 


e. 


SDC Aidea 5-21 NSH 


534 


f. 


DIS 5-21 NSH 


534 


9 


SDC 3-4 RIS SH 


569 


h. 


SDC Aldea 3-4 RIS SH 


569 


1. 


DIS 3-4 RIS SH 


569 


)• 


SDC 5-21 SH 


569 


k. 


SDC Aidea 5-21 SH 


569 


1. 


DIS 5-21 SH 


569 


m. 


SDC Infant (0-2) 


570 


n. 


SDC Aldea Infant (0-2) 


570 


0. 


DIS Infant (0-2) 


670 


NON-DERCTTED UNITS OPERATED 




a. 


SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


b. 


SDC AJdea 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


c, 


DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


d. 


SDC 5-21 NSH 


535 


a. 


SDC Aidea 5-21 NSH 


535 


f. 


DIS 5-21 NSH 


535 


0 


SDC 3-4 RIS SH 


584 


h. 


SDC Aldea 3-4 RIS SH 


584 


i. 


DIS 3-4 RIS SH 


564 


j. 


SDC 5 21 SH 


584 


k. 


SDC Aldea 5-21 SH 


584 


1. 


DIS 5-21 SH 


564 


STATE SCHOOL PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED Yl 


a. 


3-4 RIS NSH 


551 


b. 


3-4 RIS SH 


588 


c. 


521 NSH 


551 


d 


5 21 SH 


586 


e. 


Infant (0-2) NSH 


551 


1. 


Infant (0-2) SH 


588 



A 
B 

C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 



A 

6 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 



A 
A 
D 
D 
A 
A 



9.00 
9.00 
3.00 
2.00 
4.00 
0.67 
18.00 
32.00 
5.33 
2.00 
300 
0.67 



100 
100 



300 
5.00 
i.00 
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5. LEA -Level Nonpublic School Data 



Data for nonpublic schools should be collected from contracts with 
NPS. The program director should have this information available. 
Please refer to Form J-50 NPS, Parts I and II, for detailed 
instructions. 

For each nonpublic school placement, the following data are needed 
to complete the J-50 forms: 

5.1. Nonpublic school's name 

(Indicate whether the nonpublic school is located out of state 
or is an NPS authorized by waiver) ; 

5.2. Name and address of Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) or 
Foster Family Home (FFH) where NPS pupils reside, if 
applicable; 

5.3. License number of LCI or FFH; 

5.4. Funding level classification: A, B or C 

- A: District/county office placement made by the LEA, 

including expanded IEP team placements; 
70% funded 

- B: District /LCI or foster family home placement. Non-LEA 

residential placement but parent resides within district 
boundaries and retains legal responsibility. See the 
CDE's Question and Answer document for more detail. 
70% funded 

- C: County office/district/LCI or foster family homes and 

hospitals, residential placement made independently by 
agencies other than LEA; 
100% funded 

(See Form J-50 NPS for more detailed definition of A, B or C 
designations. ) 

5.5. NPS ADA related to data in 1, 2, and 3; 

5.6. NPS costs tor ADA reported in 4; 

5.7. Number of pupils associated with related services costs 
reported in 5.8; 

5.8. Related service.:-, ecsts for pupils reported in 5.7 (Related 
services costs may not be reported as NPS costs [in item 5.6] 
and related services costs [in item 5.8] simultaneously.); 

5.9. Assessment/ identification costs for pupils residing in 
Licensed Children's Institutions reported in 5.2; 

5.10. Fiscal Year 1989-90 Base Revenue Limit, EDP 115 from District 
Revenue Limit Form. 
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VI. J-50 ENTITLEMENT CALCULATIONS 



The previous chapters of this manual have described the history, 
governance, and basis for special education funding, as well as 
offering a tine line and a checklist of the data required to 
complete the J-50s. In this chapter, these concepts are applied 
to the J-50 forms themselves. First, the chapter lists the forms 
and describes the relationship between them. The remainder of the 
chapter is organized around each individual J-50 form or worksheet 
(including state data sheets). The chapter includes a brief 
narrative concerning each J-50 form, as well as a completed example 
of each form. These examples are cross-referenced to Chapter V, 
which indicated sources and time lines for data. If the form is 
required for both the first and second reporting periods, a 
completed example is provided for each period - the first period 
reports are typed directly on a pre-printed J-50 form, while the 
second period reports are printouts generated using^the California 
Department of Education's J-50 Reporting software. 



ORIENTATION FOR WtM J -SO FORMS AND PROCESS 

This section discusses the forms that comprise the J-50 Report and 
the reporting process. 

Forma Which Malta Up tha J-SO Report 

Each J-50 form is listed below. The forms are grouped in a 
sequence which is consistent with the flow of computations of 
funding entitlements and net special education income. After each 
form a note indicates whether the form is required for the First 
Period (P-l) , the Second Period (P-2), and/or the Annual (ANN) 
Report . 

• Data Provided by the California Department of Education and the 
SELPA: 

- State Data Sheet I (P-l, P-2, ANK) ; 

- j-50 LPA Schedule B (P-l, P-2); 

• Regular Year Instructional Personnel Service Ur.it Entitlement: 

- J-50 UR (P-l) ; 

- J-bO ALC (P-l, P-2) ; 

- J-50 IPS (P-l, P-2); 



* Information about this software is available from the California 
Department of Education. Please contact your assigned special 
education fiscal analyst. 
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• Extended Year Instructional Personnel Service Unit Entitlement: 

- J-50 EXT (P-l) ; 

• Nonpublic Schools Entitlement: 

- J-50 NPS (P-l, P-2, ANN); 

• Longer day and year incentives for county offices of education: 

- J-50 DYR (P-l, P-2) ; 

• Support Service Entitlement and Total Entitlement Computation: 

- J-50 SSR (P-l); 

- J-50 ENT (P-l, P-2) ; 

• Computation of Net State Aid: 

- J-50 LGF (P-l) ; 

- J-50 NET/ ENT (P-l, P-2)? 

• Report of J-50 Calculations Filed with the California Department 
of Education: 

- SELPA Administrative Unit (SELPA AU) forms: 

— J-50 FRZ (3-21 year and infant, if applicable); 

— LPA - Schedule B (3-21 and infant, if applicable); 

— Data Sheet III (if units are transferred); and 

— P.L. 94-142 - Methodology for Distribution; 

- COE forms: 

— J-50 DYR; 

- LEA forms: 

— State Data Sheet II; 

— Certification; and 

— J-50 NPS Parts 1 and 2 as applicable. 



Each of these forms is discussed separately within this chapter. 
The discussion for each includes: 

• Purposes of the Form; 

• Data Sources/ Inputs Required for the Form; 

• Data Output/ Product of the Form; 

• 1st Period, 2nd Period and Annual Report Considerations; 

• State Data Sheet II Postings; and 

• Common Errors in Preparation. 



Key entries on various example J-50 forms in this chapter have been 
cross-referenced to data source steps in Chapter V so that readers 
can better understand the sources of data for each form. For ease 
of reference, key data items on the actual J-50 forms are 
identified by a circled letter code as described in Exhibit VI. 1 
below. 



EXHIBIT VI. 1 
REFERENCE CODES FOR KEY DATA ITEMS 
IN THE EXAMPLE J-50 FORMS IM THIS CHAPTER 



CODE DATA ITEM 

A - IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud 
SELPA for ages 3 to 21; 

B - IPS Units transferred to Delta District by another SELPA; 

C - IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud 
SELPA for infants (ages 0 to 2) ; 

D - Total IPS Units allocated to Delta District (A+B+C) ; 

E - Actual IPS Units used for severely handicapped pupils by 
Delta District; 

F - Balance of allocated IPS Units for non-severely 
handicapped pupils; 

G - Total Full-Time-Equivalent DIS Units Operated; 

H - Regular IPS Units funded that are subject to State 
Revenue deficit (Regular units are equal to total IPS 
Units funded, less infant units and non-def icited units) ; 

I - Aide entitlement (calculated at one aide for each SDC and 
RSP IPS Unit allocated with one aide, and two aides for 
each SDC IPS Unit allocated with two aides) . 



The Stata Reporting Proeaaa 

It should be understood that the primary purpose of the J-50 forms 
is to assist districts in calculating their special education 
revenue. Most of the J-50 forms are not actually filed with the 
state. Instead, the district prepares the J-50 using information 
provided by the state (State Data Sheet I), the SELPA (Schedule B, 
etc.), and internal district records. After preparing the J-50, 
selected information from the J-50 is posted to the state 
transmittal form (State Data Sheet II). Then Data Sheet II, the 
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District J-50 NPS forms, and District Certification of the 
information are transmitted to the SELPA. The SELPA puts 
information from all SELPA members together and transmits the 
information to the state. The state then uses the information to 
compute the district's actual special education funding* Examples 
of State Data Sheet I and State Data Sheet II for each reporting 
period (1st period, 2nd period and annual) along with a brief 
narrative on each are included in this section. Also, a brief 
section on State Data Sheet II is included in the narrative for 
each J-50 form, since proper posting of J-50 information to Data 
Sheet II is essential to accurate state calculations of a 
district's entitlement. 

Reporting Perspective 

For purposes of this chapter, this manual uses the perspective of 
the person in the business office who is responsible for computing 
the district's special education funding and filing the district's 
portion of the J-50 with the SELPA. For this reason, forms and 
processes pertaining to counties and SELPAs are discussed only to 
the extent that they affect a district's J-50 reporting. If the 
information on the J-50s is to be consistent and correct, the 
person completing a district's j-50s must communicate and work 
closely with: 

• The district special education department; 

• The individual at the SELPA responsible for preparing and 
filing the SELPA-wide J-50s; 

• The attendance accounting office; and 

• Other individuals within the business office, such as payroll 
staff. 

; ii'.lividuals responsible for SELPA forms should review Chapter IV 
to understand the full process. 

Data Sourc es and Data Output 

In the narrative on each of the forms we have included a section 
on both data sources for and data output from the particular form 
under discussion. This will clarify the typical flow of each form 
in which data are introduced into the form, calculations are made 
based on those data, and then the results of the calculations are 
transferred to another form or to state Data Sheet II. 

1st Period, 2nd Pe riod, and Annual Reports 

The J-50 funding and reporting process requires submittal of data 
to the state twice during the year (i.e., 1st period about December 
1 and 2nd period about April 15) and for the filing of selected 
information for a final annual calculation after the year is 
closed. For this reason the calculations on the J-50 forms may be 
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different for the 1st and 2nd period reports. We have included in 
this section examples of both 1st and 2nd period forms if there 
are differences between them* In the narrative on each form, we 
have outlined these differences in reporting processes. 

common Errors 

The final section in the narrative for each form describes the 
common errors the state has found with J-50 information filed by 
LEAs and SELPAs. This section also includes a discussion of 
measures which may be helpful in avoiding these errors. 



STATE DMA SHEET 1 



State Data Sheet I is designed to provide information from state 
data bases to districts to use in their calculations. The data are 
prepared and sent by the California Department of Education 
immediately prior to each reporting period with the J-50 forms 
package. For P-l the Data Sheet I displays established values 
which the LEA will need to complete its J-50 forms. Information 
reported by the LEA in the previous reporting period is included 
at the P-2 and annual reporting periods (i.e., Data sent on 1st 
period reports are included on Data Sheet X information sent for 
2nd period, etc.) . 

The Data Sheet I lists each district's data in conjunction with 
form, EDP number, and columnar references. For this reason, it is 
necessary for most users to refer to the J-50 forms to interpret 
and identify Data Sheet I values. 

Data Sheet I is also used to amend data previously reported to the 
state in the P-l and/or P-2 submittals. For further detail, refer 
to the California Department of Education's Questions and Answers 
document (General Section) . 

P-l Data shaafc I Values 

• Prior Year IPS Unit Rates to J-50 UR; 

• Support Services Ratios to J-50 SSR; 

• DIS Units to J-50 ENT (Level Operated in 1980-81) ; 

• 1979-80 LGFC and Cost per ADA to J-50 LGF; 

• STRS Adjustment to J-50 NET/ ENT; and 

• DIS Conversion Factor for Classified DIS. 



P-2 Data Bhaet I Values 

• J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3 
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-l; 

• Severe/non-severe allocation for P-l; 

• P-l total operations; 

• Aide entitlement and aides used for P-l; 

• For each respective extended year program: 

Days naught; 
SDC enrollment; 

Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated; 
Non-def icited SDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and 
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Regular extended year and non-def icited extended year IPS 
unit entitlements. 

annual Date Sheet I Valuee 

• J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3 
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-l and P-2; 

• Severe/ non-severe allocation for P-l and P-2; 

• P-l and P-2 total operations; 

• Designation of infant and non-def icited units funds; 

• Aides used for P-l and P-2; 

• For each respective extended year program: 

Days taught; 
SDC enrollment; 

Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated; 
Non-def icited SDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and 
Regular extended year and non-def icited extended year IPS 
unit entitlements. 

• P.L. 94-142 grant deduction. 
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'•I Alt OF CALIFORNIA u 
(•I CAR IMC NT OF EDUCATION 




J50 DATA SHEET I 




1919-91 FIRST PRINCIPAL 


HIUIONi C0> 


DISTRICT > 










(II. NAME 1 Blue 


Sky County 


DISTRICT i 


Delta Unified 






FORM 


EOF NO. 


4«Mt * mil A 

COLUMN A 


COLUMN B COLUMN C 


COLUMN D 


COLUMN E COLUMN F 


j 'jO-SSR/IGF 


tss 

447 
441 

44S 
44t 


.5701 
.5215 
.5701 
.0000 

530,000 
49.00 








.1 50 -UR M 


292 
291 


32,492 


12,424 


34,404 


It AAA 


I W-IPS 


SIS 




.3614 






J 50-fNT 


01510 


15.34 








J 50-NEf 


SSI 


40,000 









• THESE ARE THE 1998-19 UNIT RATES (SK, RSP, DIS AND AIOES) FOR NON-SEVERE AND SEVERE. 1919-99 UNIT RATES MILL IE CALCULATED 
ON THE P-l JSO-UR US1NU THIS 1981-19 IASE RATE INFOAMATION. 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 







J5 ° °A™ SHEET I , naA ^ 

M A I F Or CALIFORNIA J n us .l«M^50 DATA SHEET I TO REPORT REVISIONS 1989-90 SECOND PRINCIPAL 

lurARINI.NI OF EDUCATION TO 1989-90 P-l REPORTED DATA* IF NECESSARY.) PAGE 1 

KM. I ON CO' DISTRICT" 

to NAME • Blue Sky County DISTRICT < Delta Unified 

rORM _EDP_NO. COLUHH A COLUMN I COLUMN C COLUMN D COLUMN E COLUMN F 

J SO I PA « 980 2.00 34.75 3.45 .00 20.10 16.00 

CM. B) «« 992 .00 .00 .00 .00 .00 00 

» " 21 994 .00 1.30 .00 ,00 .00 .60 

j 50-lPA « 880 1.00 1.20 .20 .60 

^ fH , B> "!J? - 00 - 00 -°o 'oo 

°. : .? ff! jOO_ j 00_ _J)0 v q i q >< __ 

j %o AlC 599 .00 20.00 4.65 

J bO IPS 500 2.00 

503 18.00 

\\] 20.50 
517 17.34 

f gf .00 

504 20.00 

4.65 

572 37.35 
574 29 : _30_ _ 

i so-fxl 521 0 30 

529 o 96 

534 .on .00 .00 9.00 9.00 3.00 

535 ,00 .00 .00 1.00 1.00 .00 

HI 8 49,466 

551 0 1 0 1 A ' 834 



eric 



« REVISIONS TO EDP NUMBERS 980 AND/OR BOO WHICH ADJUST UNITS AMONG SDC. RSP. AND DIS HILL REQUIRE P-l J-jO-FRZ 

fORM REVISIONS AS APPROPRIATE. 
*» AU (SEIPA-LEVEL) DATA ONLY. 

PlfASE NOTE' REVISIONS TO EDP NUMBERS 992. 996 • S92 AND 194 HILL REQUIRE COMPLETION OF THE P-2 REVISIONS TO P-l TRANSFERS 
OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS FORM. PAGE 2 OF THE J-50 FORMS 
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MAIL OF CALIFORNIA < 0S r Tli - B1T * 5 LS!J A . SHEET 1 

Hh, | OH: BWOO CO' 37 DISTRICT] 66336 

1.0. NAME: Blue Sky County OISTRICT* Delta Unified 

..[°.™ COLUMN A COLUMN I C 0LUHN C 



1989-90 SECOND PRINCIPAL 
PAGE 2 



COLUMN D 



COLUMN E 



J 50-EXT (CONTINUED) 555 

563 
569 
504 
589 
602 
560 

650 
659 
655 
669 
665 
669 
670 

2 676 
1 679 

660 



30 
14 
2.00 
.00 



0 
0 
.00 

» 

2.00 

14 
0 



4.00 
.00 

1 



.00 
3.00 

1 



.67 
„ .00 
24,587 

0 



•°8 



.67 
22,359 



30 
130 
18.00 
3.00 



32.00 
5.00 

1 



COLUMN F 



5.33 

173,552 
34,623 



95 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



re 




e 




j-SO LEA SCHIDPLB ft = DlggRIBSHflM <» ***** *Q OPgRAgHtO ENTITIES 
Purpose t 

Both the non-infant (ages 3 to 21) and the infant program each use 
a Schedule B to communicate the allocation of each type IPSO to 
their member operating entities. On both the non-infant and the 
infant forms, each member of the SELPA is listed and receives an 
allocation of SDC and RSP IPSU with aides, as appropriate, and a 
DIS IPSU allocation to meet their programmatic needs. The Schedule 
Bs are also used to record transfers in, the distribution of units 
transferred in to member districts, as well as to record units 
transferred out to other SELPAs. In addition to allocating the 
SELPAs' IPSUs and transferred units, these forms provide a check 
to ensure that units allocated to members plus units transferred 
out do not exceed the total number of units allocated to the SELPA 
on the ages 3 to 21 or infant program J-50 FRZ. The ages 3 to 21 
program Schedule 3 also provides a check on the allocation of 1.05 
aides per SDC. 

Data Sources; 

Total IPS Units available for distribution, by instructional 
setting can be obtained from the J-50 FRZ for the current year. 

SELPA allocations made within the J-50 LPA Schedule B are made 
according to the adopted and approved special education local plan 
procedures. These procedures should be obtained from the SELPA 
director. 

Units transferred in and out must be obtained from agreements with 
other SELPAs, or directly from the SELPA Director or Program 
Director. These transfers should be verified at each reporting 
period. 

Data output; 

IPS Unit allocations (including allocations from the SELPA and 
transfers in) must be posted to the J-50 ALC from both the 3 to 21 
age and infant Schedule Bs. 



o 

ERIC 



let Period, and Period and Annual Reports t 

SELPAs must complete, and districts should receive, information 
regarding the Schedule B at each reporting period. The final 
allocations for the year are simply an average of units allocated 
in the first and second periods, however. 

Data Sheet lit 

Schedule B data are posted to Data Sheet II and are filed directly 
with the state by each SELPA. 



• r '6' 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-SO-i^A-SatEXXJif B (Rev. 09-89) 



County lUue Sky 



J-50-U'A-8O(EDUI£ B - MfcS 3-21 FRCtiRAM 
DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SlWICfc UNITS 1\> OPERATING fcOTITlES 

FOR 1989-90 



Local Plan Artia 



White Cloud 



1989-90 First Principal 

This form is issued on 
(*i'ft*u f 14" paper . 



; a)) ggstei saiJai esse iiaU te e*£fASl ta tWD fesis&i Places...; 

1. IbUl IPS uniU available by setting for funding 

(fran 1989-90, P-l J-50-PR2 Column B) 



Distribute the IPS unite listed above on lines 2 and 3 be lew • 
2. Distribute units to entities within your SELPA; 
kvc of DiffnucT/cswry to wicu wits are alujcato); 

District Alph>> - (W)itti* fluuil SKU'A) 



A - (WhUr r limit SHJ'A) 



uuulLj aam^i - LiMii LAiiial skij'ai 



a. 

b. 

i ■ 

i ) c. 

d. , 

e» 

f. 

9* . 

h. m 

i. — 

SubtoUl from attached sheet <s) if needed 

SubtoUl of units allocated within this SELPA (Total line 2) 

3. Transfer units to another SElfA: 
N«c of SEXPAi 

a. t-i-kuip | *•»*»* sm.i'A - mum wi.itr LhiiiiLSLUlAJ. 

b. Mn |;lilii Hilt) SH I' A - O H»ni WhiU CI.muI S| I I 'Aj 

c. . .„ .„ . . 



SubU.Ul frffn att4-ched sheet(s) if needed 
SubtoUl of units transferred to *iother SO-PA (T\>tal In** 
Ul IPS units allocated in each dilum 



EDP 
955 



(DP 



Col mm A 
SPECIAL DAY 
ClASSES 



Coltrm B 
RL90URCE 
SPDCIALICTS 



Coltm C 
OBSKMATED 
1K5T. 4 SVS. 



00 



Column D 



121 ,00 



_ S PECIAL DA V CLASSES 

No Aide 



Column A 



980 
980 
980 
980 
980 
980 
980 
980 
980 

981 



1 

902 



00 



OrjeAide. 



U . 00 



i'. . b0 



10 

/.o 



/n 



\<7\>t<il of in*-* 2 t Jl.^W5 



.Oil 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Q> inm r 



00 



.60 



()') 



RE90URCE SPECIALISTS 



No Aide 

J2_i 



qne Aide 



14 . 00 



Mi 



J3$_ 



! 4 .20 


: i .oo 




: 16 


! 9 . 70 


! 8 .40 






























; 1* ,00 


! 2 7 ,40 . 


• 


,io : 


• • 


.10 ; 







® 



23 



28,00 ; 



loo 



CALIFORNIA STATE 
Dt'PARTHEOT Of EDUCATION 
J*50-LPA-SOinXJL£ B (Rev. 09-89) 



J-50-LPA-SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-21 PROCKAM 
(continued) 



County 



local Plan Area 



Mill i' ( I on. I 



1989-90 First Principal 

Tills form Ik issued on 
Green, 14" paper. 



< 

H 
I 



; All nunfcers on this page shall be ; 
: carried to two decimal places. I 



5. Transfer units received bv this SELPA t 

List the name of the SELPA transferring units to your SELPA and the 
nans of distriot/aounty where pupils ere being provided service. 



e. not 

b. FR0H_ 



Sim-Inn Bird SKI.I'A 
Brh'.lit S u n SKI.I'A 



not 



_to. 
to 



Delt.i (White CI mid SKI.I'A) 



Um-n.i (White Cloud SKI.I'A) 



d. FBQH 



TO 



e. FROM. 

f. FROM 

9« 



TO 



TO 



FROM 



h. FROt 



_TO. 
TO 



Subtotal from attached sheet (si, if needed 

Total units transferred to this SOJ>h (total of line 5) , 



ISP 

J*). 



No Aide 
Colum A 



SP ECIAL PAY CLASSES 



996 
996 
998 
996 
996 
996 
996 
996 

997 



One Ai de 
Column B 



1.10 
60 



1.90 



Two Aides 
Column C 



RESOMCE SPECIALISTS 



Ho Aide 



Colusn D 



One Aide 



Ooliwn E 



.bis. 



JXL 



ssim f '< 



60 
10 



70 



NOTES: As Education Cade Section 56760<e) ] units J-50 funding tn tu*ch SKlaPA to an average of one te«*cher and 1.05 aides per special class or 

carter, therefore, on line 4. EDf 995 your SUC-two aide allocation may only exceed your SDC-no aide allocation by .05 tunes ycur SPC# 
J-50-FKZ, line 1, CDF 955A; to mi. (BDP 995c - Off 995A) my equal but not exceed (,05 x EDP 955AI, |Td verify that you have rot 
exceeded 1.05 aides per SBC, please note that you mist corslet* the J-50-LPA-Schedule 6, Page 14.1 

b. ftfcration Code 56362(f) states "At least eighty percent of the resource specialists within a local plan shall be provided with an 
instruct laral aide. * 

c. 1W total of unite on line 4. Cblums A, & and C cannot exceed the n*S units from line 1, Column Aj the total of unite on line 4 
Oulifma D and E cannot exceed the IPS units fran Um> I, Column B; the total of units on line 4, Column F cannot exand the IPS 
unit* fran line 1, Cblum C. 




ost IPORN1A STATE J-50-LPA-SCHRDULE R - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM 1989-90 rim Princip.1 

mmSl VwE&nm « «i« i* sdc aide allocation 

J-iO-LPA-SCHEDULE I (Rev. 09-891 |)U| , wr< 
CALCUUTION OF MAXIMUM SPG AIDE ALLOCATION: 

1. SDCrW, wahor of unit* SELPA ie allocating in SDC setting (fro. J-50-LPA-Schedule R. feJ Q() 
LIM I, EDP «S, Coluan A) 

2. Multiplied ty 1.05, the wUiui ounner of eidee the stale will fund per SDC unit JL_LsS*- 

3. Maxima SDC fjdea which SELPA any Allocate, Line I tines Line 2 (two dec mala) -- 6 - ' 05 - 

SPECIA L DAY CLASSES 
NO AIDE ONE AIDE TWO AIDES 

JL9\x.A Col. R Col. C 

SDC AIDES ACTUALLY ALLOCATED II SELPA I 

4. SDC units allocated, fron J-SO-LPA-Schedule R, Line 4. 

EDP 99S Col. A t R and C (Sue) of Col. A plus R plus C oust equal 2 00 e S> <ih ♦ _^0-> - M.OO 
S0CPR2 on Line I ) 1 — — — — 

i. Multiply ky nunoer of SDC sides per unit 1 — 2 — * a — 

6. Runner of SDC sides generated in each SDC aide category, ^ 

Line 4 tinea Line S — •* — - — 1 — u - y - 

I. Total SDC aidea allocated: Enter aaouata fron Line 4, ^ m ^ „ 
Colueas R and C and aim 1 — 1 

5. Masieani SDC aide allocation leaa actual SDC aidea allocated. Line 1 ninus Line 1 — ^A-L- 

a. If the value conputed nn Line S is «ero. you have naainwed your SELPA 1 a SDC aide allocation. 

S XiSleu'S £ .U'semH^/o^lv 8 ; unm™*™ side setti- ft- the If .id. netting. 

c If the value ennputed on Line 8 is negative, your SELPA hae allocated nore SDC aidea than it has available, end you eaaU 
ieJ.eJ. eour SDC IX allocltion hy the aanunt nn Ltae 8. To reduce your SDC aide a| ocation. nove he unite on Line 4 fron the 
iJo a!Je StifiiTli S e\de netting and/or nove unit. fro. the one mde aetting into the aero .id. netting. 

aJJcnieri.?. «r c anove 'sk un»U are noved anon, the eade cetegonea. «h»le the total SDC unite availahl. for 
allocalioa rtMio* uachaiixed. 

H. If you have noved SDC un.U as the re.ult of the c.lcul.Uon on Ho* 8. ve»,.y that your SDC .ides ere no* properly elloceted ny 
repeal ing slept 4-* above. 1 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-LPA-INFANT SCHEDULE B 
IRev. 09-69) 

County biul sk.v 



J-50-LPA - INFANT SCHEDULF. U - AGES 0-2 PRCGKAM 
DISTRIBUTION OF INFANT INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS TO OPERATING ENTITIES 

FDR 1989-90 



1989-90 Fi rat Piinci|al 

TIiIm form in issued on 
I' ink, IV paper. 



Local Plan Area WhltiuXlluusi. 



; All numbers on this f»ge shall be carried to two decimal plages.,: 

1. Total Infant IPS units available by setting for funding 

if run 1989-90 P-l Infant J-50-FRZ Column B) 



Distribute the Infant IPS units listed above on lines 2 and 3 below. 




SuMot*.. fn*ft aU<*ci**J *he*!t<»i if needed 
Subtotal of Infant uniU transferred U> another SKU'A (Total lirr 31. 
4. Tutal Infant lHSUti allocaUd in earh Culm*/ tlotal lint* 2 And II... 



EVP 
NO._ 

855 



EI)P 
NO. 



SPECIAL DAY CIASSES 



ONE AIDE 
COLUMN A 



1 .00 



TV© AIDES 
COLUMN B 



2.20 



RESOURCE 
SPECIALISTS 
COLUMN C 



DESIGNATED 
INST. 4 SVS. 

goujfj p 



.20 



. 80 



TOTAL 
COLUMN E 



4. 20 



SPECIAL DAY CI ASSES 



No Aide ! One Aide 
Column A ! Column B 



! RES OURCE SP ECIAL! STS- 



TVo Aides ! No Aide i O ne Aide 
Column C : Column D i Column E 

' ' "Mlibw. i — t n 1 



_pjs_ 



JUL 



colump F 






CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-LPA-INFAWT SCHEDULE B 
(Rev. 09*89) 

County Blue Sky 



J-SO-M'A-INFAM' SCHH)Ul£ B - AGES 0-2 PRuURAM 
(continued) 



1909-90 First Principal 

Tli l.i form is i^Mied on 
I'iuk, 14" paper. 



UjCdJ Plan Area yiiltu 



< 

M 
I 



All numbers on this page shall be 
carried to two decimal places. 



5. Infant Unit* transferred to t hi a SEIFA;, 

LiHt Uie nam? of SfXPA fro* which Infant IPSUs are being transferred 
<uri Ute naro of the district /county where Infants are U-ing served. 



b. FRCM_ 

d. FRGM„ 

e. FHOM 



f. FHJM 



y. FRQM_ 
h. FROM 



JID 

.TO. 

.TO. 
„TO_ 
.TO 
.TO. 

TV) 



Subtotal fran attached sheetb, if needed 

Total Infant units transferre d to tfr is SFUPA t Total of J ine, 5 ) . 



SPECIAL MYCUSSES 



No Mde 
QpIutti A 



896 I. 

896 | w 

89b ^ 

896 L 

896 |^ 

696 L 

8% ^ 

696 j„ 

L 



697 



1 



One Aide. 
to] Wi B 



TV? Aides 
Column C 



R ESOURCE S PEC IALISTS 
"Nl> Aide ; One Aide 
Column P ; Column E 



00 



o po I 



00 



D1S 



PTE 



Column F 



oo ; 



hurts : a. All entities al located infant u/ut* rust be debigruted <*h an infant program provider in Uw SELPA's approved local plan for the infant 
program. 

b. Education Oate 5b728.8<e) states that Infant Heuuuir* Sf«cidlist prv*jramb ntist be sui verted by one dide. 

c. The total of units on lint? 4, O/liro B canrwt e*cwi the IPS u/uts from line 1, Column A; the total of u/uts on line 4, Column C 
CAnurt e»cw?d the IPS units from line 1, Coliitv. B; the total of units on line 4, Column I cannot exceed the IPS units from line 1. 
Coluw C; U*» toUl of units on line 4, Column F canj*Jt exceed the t4ital IPS units from line 1, Col Jim U. 



ERLC 



iSdUUNh .PI ) 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



"7-7-; :r* iT.T-'-V'Sv'* 



MO OR - COKPOTlTIOtt O* QUIT RATES FOR IPS TOUTS 
Purpose t 

This form is used to determine the current year IPS Unit Rates. 
The Unit Rates are then used in several other J-50 forms to compute 
a district's: 

• IPS Entitlement (J-50 IPS); 

• Extended Year IPSU Entitlement (J-50 EXT) ; and 

• Support Entitlement Adjustments (J-50 ENT) . 

Each unit rate is based on prior year rates. This form takes these 
prior year rates and makes appropriate adjustments to increase the 
rates for the current year COLA. 

Bft&i gourgw 

Data Sheet I provides the district's prior year rates. 
Data output: 

• The "Aide Base Rate" (line 4, column B) is used in computing 
the unused aide adjustment on the J-50 IPS; 

• The applicable Current Year Unit Rates (line 7, columns A to 
F) are multiplied by funded units on the J-50 IPS to 
determine the IPS Entitlement; and 

• The SDC, DIS and Aide Base Rates (lines l, 3 and 4, column 
B) are used to compute modified unit rates for extended year 
sessions. 

lat Perio d. 2nd Period and Annual Reports: 

^ computations should only have to be made for the 1st period 
i ; .«.t since the unit rates will not change during the remainder 
of* the year. 

Data Sheet II; 

Since the data necessary to compute the needed rates are already 
maintained by the state in its computer data base, none of this 
information needs to be posted to Data Sheet II. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-UR (Rev. 09-89) 

County B lue Sky 



J-50-UR 

UNIT RATES FOR INSTRUCTIONAL PESSOtttfX SERVICE UNITS 



District P"*ta 



Local Plan Area 



1989-90 First Principal 

White Cloud 



hi-. V, 14 
< 

M 
I 

<0 



: A l l nurtera on this page are to be whole ^titers i 
BASE UNIT RATES 

'1. SDC base rate (from 1989-90 P-l DaU Sheet I, EDP 292 Column A)..,. 

2. RSP base rate If ran 1989-90 P-l Data Sheet 1, EDP 292 Column OK,,. 

3. Qis base rate (from 1989-90 P-l DaU Sheet I, EDP 292 Co limn F>.... 

4. Aide U»se rate for non-aeverely and severely handicapped (from 
1989-90 P-l Data Sheet It EDP 291 Column B> . 





Column A 


Column B 


1 EDP 
NO. 


1988-B9 
Base Rate 


1989-90 ; 
&ase Rate 
(Ooi ? A tires 1,0464)! 


284 


32.492 


34,000 ; 


285 


34 4 404 


30^000 ; 


286 


31,448 


35,000 \ 


291 


12,424 


13,000 ; 



1989-90 brut Rates by Setting and Numbers of Aides 



5. 1989-90 Base Rates (For Columns A, B and C use the 
data from line 1, Column B; for Co limns D and E use 
lire 2, CpJlvw 8; for Column F use line 3, Column B>. 

b. Aide rate (For Columns B and E, use Line 4, Colurm B; 
for Column C, use tunes Line 4. Column B> 



SlYERE/NON-StYBU: SDC UNIT RATES 



fcDP 
NO, 



Column A 



Special 
Day Class 
No Aide 



281 ! 34,000 34,000 
_ 1 i 



Column B 



Special 
Day Class 
One Aide 



r 



7. 1989-90 Onit Rates. Line 5 plus Line 6,, 



290 L 

J13 1 UullUtl 



1 1,000 



47 t ooo 



Cn\iMT\ C 



Special 
(lay Class 
Two Aides 



14 ,000 



u'ti.000 



NLA-SEVERE UNIT RATES 



Column D 



Resource 
Special ist 
^ Aid e ^ 



Jfi,000 



Column E 



Resource 
Special i st 
O ne Aide 



Column F 



Designated 
Inst met- ion 
& Services 



lb ,000 : 3 r j,000 



1 J ,000 



1)0 , 000 . it>, OOP 



.44,000 



J5 t 000 



UMTOATI..PI > 



P*ge 19 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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J-SO ALC - ALLOCATIOll OF IPS OM ITfl FOR MON-fiEVBRELY HANDICAPPED 
AMD SEVERELY HANDICAP PED POPILfl 




Purpoaa: 

This form is used to summarize a district's allocation of IPS units 
from its SELPA (Schedule B) and to divide the district's allocation 
of Special Day Class (SDC) IPS units between Severely Handicapped 
and Non-Severely Handicapped Settings. These allocations provide 
the basis, in part, for computation of the district's IPSU 
entitlement after the allocations have been posted in the J-50 IPS. 



Data flour ces: 

The data sources for a district's allocation of IPS units for each 
setting are the Schedule B forms which are prepared by the SELPA. 
The division of a district's allocation of IPS units between 
Severely Handicapped and Non-Severely Handicapped settings can be 
obtained from the district's special education department. Please 
note that the sum of IPS SDC units in severely and non-severely 
handicapped settings cannot exceed the total SDC allocations from 
the SELPA. 



Data Output; 

The allocations of severe and non-severe IPS units are posted to 
the J-50 IPS for computation of the IPS Entitlement. 

1st Period. 2nd Period and Annual R eports; 

A district's final allocation of units for the year is an average 
of units allocated on the 1st period report (about December) and 
units allocated on the 2nd period report (early April) . Therefore 
for the 1st period report, only P-l allocation of units are 
reported. For the second period report only P-2 allocations of 
units are reported. The 1st period and 2nd period forms take this 
into consideration by shading out the area of the form that does 
not apply to that reporting period. No separate entries are 
necessary for the annual report. 




Data Sheet II; 

Only the allocations of Severely Handicapped SDC units are posted 
to Data Sheet II for transmittal to the state. The state receives 
total district allocations by setting from the Schedule Bs filed 
by SELPAs. The state uses Schedule B data and subtracts the 
severely handicapped allocations reported on this page to compute 
the non-severe SDC allocations. 



1 ' ' 
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1) Allocations are either not posted correctly from Schedule B 
or not posted correctly to the J-50 IPS after division 
between severely handicapped and non-severely handicapped 
units. Close coordination is needed with the SELPA official 
who prepares Schedule B to ensure that the allocation for a 
district is the sane as the allocation used in that 
district's J-50 calculations. 

2) Severely handicapped unit allocations are not reported and/or 
are not posted to Data Sheet XI. Care must be taken to ensure 
that these units are reported since severely handicapped 
units will not be funded if allocations are not reported for 
them. 

3) Severely handicapped SDC unit allocation reported exceeds 
total district allocation for SDC settings received from the 
SELPA. A district's allocation ca mot exceed the units 
allocated by the SELPA even if the district actually operates 
more units than are allocated. 
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J-50 WRKSKLETS 



CALIFORNIA STATfc 
OtPARTOENT OF EDUCATION 
J -50 -AIT I Rev. 09-69) 



J-50-ALC 
ALLOCATION OF IPS UMTS FOR 
MQN -SEVERELY, HANDICAPPED AND SEVWELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS 



1989-90 First Principal 



County 



Blue Sky 



District 



Local Plan Area 



White Cloud 



; All nunhers on this fwcje shall be I 
• to tw o decima l plac e *. : 

1. Alloration of IPS units fn*n lines 2 and 5 of the P-l 
1989-90 J-50-lJ»A-SCHEIMi: B PlAiS 1 ines 2 and 5 of the 
P-l 1989-90 J-50-LPA-INrAOT SCHBAJU B .. 



Distribution of line ! amounts between wnts for non-severely 
handicapped Is and severely handiGai{«d pupils. 

2. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils 
(transfer to J-50-IPS, lines 2-7, Column A> 

3. IPS units for severely handicapped pupils 

(transfer to J-50-IPS, lines B-10, Galum A) 



4. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-2 
1989-90 J-50-ll>A-saffiDtni: B PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the 
P-2 1989-90 J -50-li>A- INFANT SCHOXJU B 



Distribution of 1 ine 4 anuunts between units for nnn-severely 
handicap^**! pupils and severely U*ndicaj^*id p^nls. 

5. IPS units for non-severely handicaffed pfils 

(transfer to J-50-IPS, lines 2-7, Colunr B> 

f>. n^s units fur severely handicaffied pipils 

(transfer to J-50-IPS. I iras 8-10. Colinr B) 



fDP 
NO. 



591 



597 



>99 



593 



594 



5% 



„ SPECIAL VM_, CI ASSES 



No A ide 
Colurni A 



2. 00 



2,00 



0.00 



One Aide 
Cojurfi 



17.05 



17.05 



20-00 



Twn_Aide9_ 
^Column C 



Jt^JRjSJ^iMj JSTS_ 



Np__A|dg_ 
Colif y p 



0 00 : 



— i- 

i.65 I 



or >? Ante 
Cc umn E 



1Q'3JL 



20.30 



DIS 



PTE 

Colitnn F 



® 



17 



•iS.i© 

-<D 



jL 



*J' Tt «*. Inf.int units and r^juUr units are ntuhnied lint* 1, WW 591, Columns A-r . 
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J-50 WORKSHEETS 



CALIFORNIA STATE 
OEPARTNENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-ALC (Rev. 03*69) 



J-50-ALC 
ALLOCATION OF IPS UNITS FOR 
NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED AND SEVERELY HANOI CAPPED PUPILS 



Second Principal 



County BLUE SKY 



Oletrlet DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Local Plan Area Whttt Cloud 



1. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-1 
1988-69 J-50- LPA- SCHEDULE I PLUS Unas 2 and 5 of the 
P-1 1988-69 J-SQ-LPA-lNFAtT SCHEDULE S 

Distribution of line 1 amounts between units for non-severely 
handicapped pupils and severely handicapped pupils. 

2. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils 
(trsrufer to J-50- IPS, lines 2-7, Column A) 

3. IPS ifiits for severely fundi capped pupils 
(transfer to J-50- IPS, lines 8-10, Column A) 



EDP 

NO. 



591 



597 



5*9 



SPECIAL DAY CLASSES 

No Aide One Aide Two Aides 
Column A Column S Column C 



0.00 



0.00 
0.00 



0.00 



0.00 
0.00 



0.00 



0.00 



RESOURCE SPECIALISTS 



No Aide 
Column D 



0.00 



0.00 



One Aide 
Column E 



0.00 



0.00 



DIS 

• • • 

FTE 
Column F 



0.00 



0.00 



0.00 xxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxxx 



4. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-2 
1988-89 J-50-LPA- SCHEDULE B PLUS lines 2 end 5 of the 

P-2 1988-89 J SO -LPA -INFANT SCHEDULE B 593 

Distribution of line 4 amounts between units for non-severely 
hsndicspped pupils and severely h end (capped pupils. 

5. IPS units for non-severely hsndicspped pupils 

(transfer to J-50- IPS, lines 2-7, Coluan B) 594 

6. IPS units for severely hsndicspped pupils 

(transfer to J -50- IPS, lines 8-10, Column B) 596 



2.00 



2.00 



0.00 



37.05 



17.05 



20.00 



4.65 



0.00 



0.00 



0.00 



20.30 



20.30 



17.20 



17.20 



4.65 XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX 
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The J-50 IPS is a three page form used to compute a districts 
Instructional Personnel service (IPS) Unit Entitlement. In terms 
of funding, the IPS entitlement represents the greatest proportion 
of district special education funding, so it is vital that this 
information be computed and reported correctly. On the first page 
of the J-50 IPS form, funded units are determined based on the 
lesser of units allocated or units operated in each setting. On 
the second page of the form, funded units are multiplied by unit 
rates to determine the IPS entitlements for regular, non-def icited, 
and infant units. Finally, on the third page, actual Full-Time- 
Equivalent Aide positions operated are reported. If Full-Time- 
Equivalent Aide positions operated are less than positions funded, 
then the entitlement is reduced. 

Data Sources; 

Data Sources for these forms are as follows: 

• Allocations of IPS Units from SELPA - tested from J-50 ALC; 

• Unit Rates - Posted from J-50 UR; 

• Actual Units Operated - Information is generally obtained 
from the district's Special Education Department, but Full- 
Time-Equivalent Employee information reported must be 
consistent with payroll records tor P-l and P-2 census dates. 
DIS unit and aide calculations are completed based upon 
models provided on the J-50 forms; and 

4 Non-def icited Units - Information may be obtained from the 
pupil count or by a determination of actual operations with 
LCI pupils. The CDE Questions and Answers document describes 
more fully the methodologies acceptable for calculating non- 
def icited units. 

• Full-Time Equivalent Aides used - Same source as Actual Units 
Operated. 

Data Output; 

The IPS Entitlement Amounts (lines 17 and 21) and unused aides 
(lines 24 and 25) are posted to the J-50 ENT for computation of 
the district support services entitlement and the total special 
education entitlement. 
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increases in units from P-l to p-2, i.e., units that were not in 
operation at P-l but subsequently started at P-2, are only allowed 
one-half support entitlement. Using the data reported on the IPS 
form, the difference in units funded between P-l and P-2 must be 
computed and analyzed to complete the district support entitlement 
on the J-50 ENT. Increases in units reported for the support 
adjustment should not include increases which are due to current 
year growth units, units reallocated within the SELPA, or units 
transferred into the SELPA form another SELPA. 

lat Period. 2nd Period and Annuel Report* i 

The final annual calculation is based on the average of P-l and P- 
2 units. For the P-l report only P-l units are reported and for 
calculation of funding the units are treated as if they would be 
the same for the full year. 

At P-2 the 2nd period allocations and actual IPS units operated are 
reported. Funding is based on the average of the P-2 units 
reported and the units reported on P-l. 

NOTE: If at P-2 it is necessary to amend data reported to the state 
on P-l, this is accomplished by changing State Data Sheet I (for 
P-2) and filing the revised Data Sheet I with the state at P-2. 

An annual report would not be filed unless an amendment is needed 
since this information has already been collected at P-l and P-2. 

Pata, Sheet Hi 

The following information must be posted to the Data Sheet II for 
transmittal to the state: Units operated, DIS FTE for certificated 
and classified personnel, aides used, unused aide adjustment, units 
funded for the non-def icited and infant categories, and total IPSU 
entitlement amounts. Only actual units and aides are needed by the 
state to compute IPS entitlements since unit rates are already 
resident in the state's computer data base and IPS allocations are 
posted to Data Sheet II from the J-50 ALC and SELPA prepared 
Schedule B. The total IPS entitlement amounts are collected by the 
state as check figures to detect keypunch or other reported errors 
in the calculation process. 

co mmon Errors: 

1) Classified DIS Full Time Equivalents (FTEs) reported in line 
lb-column A are reduced by the factor in column B. The full 
number of FTEs is to be reported in column A. The appropriate 
reduction will then be computed in column C. Reducing the 
Column A FTE will result in an inappropriate double 
reduction. 

2) Funding is lost because units allocated and units operated 
on lines 2 through 10 are not properly aligned. See note b 
on the J-50 IPS for examples and a fuller explanation of this 

VI-25 



problem. As you prepare the report, if you find it enow* you 
ar«i losing funding for units, the following steps should be 
taken: 

A) Check to see that allocations have been correctly carried 
forward from the SELPA Schedule B to the J-50 ALC and 
from the ALC to the appropriate lines on the J-50 IPS; 

B) Check to see that the number of units reported as 
operated is correct and that units are reported on the 
proper lines. 

Note: All units operated except those funded from 
federal Infant Discretionary funds, P.L. 99-457 
Preschool funds, federal low incidence services 
funds, and LCI Mid-Year Impaction Emergency Funds 
must be reported. 

C) If the problem still exists, the next step would be to 
see if the problem is due to the alignment of aides 
within the SDC or RSP settings. See Footnote B on the 
first page of the J-50 IPS for a further discussion of 
the issue. Be sure to realign units within each setting. 

D) Check to see that on lines 11 through 21, the sum of 
units in columns B plus C plus D equals the number of 
units shown in column A. (Column B, C and D cannot be 
negative numbers.) 

E) If either unused allocations or unfunded units remain 
after these steps, the district Special Education 
Director and Budget Officer/Business Manager should both 
be made aware of the situation. Many SELPAs have 
agreements to temporarily transfer unused allocations 
from one member to other members with unfunded units. 

The Special Education Director would generally be 
responsible for working out these arrangements. Also, 
the Budget Officer/Business Manager has overall 
responsibility for the total district budget and 
should be made aware of this because of the financial 
impacts. However, because of the shortfall in growth 
funding, many districts must operate unfunded units. 

3) On the second page of the J-50 IPS (columns B, C, & D) funded 
units are distributed between regular, non-def icited, and 
infant programs. Inappropriate designation of regular units 
as infant or non-def icited units results in a misstatement 
of regular funded units since the sum of these columns cannot 
exceed the funded unit totals in column A. The sum of units 
reported in columns B, C and D must equal units reported in 
column A for each EDP number. Allocated infant units should 
be provided to you by your SELPA and should agree with the 
units they report to the state on the J-50 LPA and transfers 
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in on Schedule B. Non-def icited units are for unite operated 
for children residing in Licensed Children's Institutions. 
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GALIflORMA STATE 
DtTVTOCfr Or EDUCATION 
J- r jO-lPS IKev. 09-891 

County Blue Sky 



J-50-IPS 

FUNDING fOB REGULAR VEAR INSTOUCTIOML PQRSOfNEL SERVICE UNITS 



1989-90 first Principal 



District 



Delta 



JLocal Plan Ar ea IfoU* Cloud 



All mrters on this owe should be two dec mil place* excec* Line 1, Coluran B, **ich should be four decinal glaeea: 



1. 0*.Vf*SICK OF DI5 FVIX-TME 

DQUtVAUKIS INTO "UNITS OPfSATED" 



tested, 
fied*.. 



b. Classifi 

C • TOte 1 . • • • i 



: Oolim A 


Oolvm B Co|um c 


: gdp : Actual nx uMd : 
: no. litaaunh , 


Conversion iUnita cnarttad I 
Factor UCbl Atfel Bl! 


mi 1 u-nn _ 




! Ml 1 0.?« 


OflfilA, J- lJ4-.> 







SEE THE WMMEOC IfflS PDW 
TOR PIS m INDUCTIONS 



Clip. V v 2.3 & 2./. 



Ct>f>ARJSCN Of UNITS AUOCATB) TO IKHS 
OPERATED FOR ML CLASS SOTWS 



NPN-SEVTOU H ANDICAPPED 

2. Special day class, no aide 

3. Special day data, one aide 

4 1 Special day elan, two aides 

a. Subtotal of lines 2, 3 and 4 

5. Resource special i ft , no aide 

6. Resource specialist, one aide 

a. Subtotal of lutes 5 and 6 

7* Designated instruction and Servian .. 



50 



0. Special day class, no aide. 
9. Special day class, one 
10. Special day class* two 
******* ot lines I* 9 and 10. 



aide. . .. 
aides, t • i^^i • 



Uruu from P-l ; OUta IWB) f»Ji '-v 
lam 2 or 3 tl» S J* * Jtt) ft 





optr.Ud 



b. 



«. for U* classified D!S cenvenion factor (aide to teacher salary ratio), refer to ytxir 19S9-90 P-l Drfu Sheet !, OP 513. Ooluwi S. 

To ensure that you da rot I ceo funding for units operated, you nut report the operation of your unite (Col. 01 with the sane number of aides as shown 
in ycur utut allocation, even if you actually used fewer or greater numbers of aides, for steeple. l|ou would loee funding for 14 unite which you 
operated if you reported as follows: 

Allocated Operated leaser of pHagat^d q f 9ffr#^d 

SDC * no aide SO 0 

SCC * one aide 9 0 0 

ax: • two aides Jj 22 i 

20 20 6 



Chp. V, 2.4 



a. 



Any sd)ustsmt rmssary for tht diffemw in actus 1 m aidee operated and units el located will be caf\*ited on Unci 22 through 26 of this fore. 
00 HJT WZ THIS ACJUyWEW VH OQUMi D Of THIS PACT. 

For unite aerated in U» DIS eat ting (ESP 51 70 J, uae the vejue ocrffuted in E*> 515. Co\\wm C. l^^. 
An 2C or RSP unit rut bt in operation by the last full achool nonth ending on or before Decanter 31 to qualify at a unit operated during the 

first Principe) aroortlorsnsnt period. A tenth it defined ae fair weeks. 

to rot refort units fmeraed with fe deral infant discretionary lords, federal UTI Mid-Yeer Impaction funis, or PL 99-457 federal preschool fundi as 
urute operated in Oolim D. 

castration of +)\ oth er units sust be reported in Cohro D. 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPUTING DIS lULL-TIrt! EQUIVALENTS 



The period for which you are computing full-time equivalent (PTE) Designated 
Instruction and Services ibid) unite should begin with the start of the school 
year and extend through December I, 1989* Detailed instructions for 
confuting these PTEs are as follows i 



EDP No. 511. alanns A and C : Enter the number of PTE certificated staff 
utilized in providing DIS to pupils as specified in their individualized 
education programs (IEPs). This PTE is to be hased on the percentage of 
time utilized and carried to two decimal places. An example of the 
confutation of this PTE of certificated specialists is as folic**: 



Teacher's 

gang 

J* Doe 
S. smith 
M* Jones 
T. Brown 
(half-time) 



DIS Type 



% of time spent 
through Dec* 1* 

1989, providing 
IEP specified DIS 



Speech 

Adaptive P.E. 
Vision Services 

Counseling 



% of time spent 
through Dec. I. 
1989, providing 
OTHER services. 



Number of PTE 



In this exanple. a DIS PTE of 2*36 would be reported. Although there were 
3.50 PTE on the DIS staff, 1.14 PTE of time was spent providing services 
that do not qualify for DIS funding under education Code Section 56363(a) • 

EDP No. 513. Saiga A ; E.G. Section 56722(f) specifies that aides 

. . may be funded in lieu of a certificated specialist" (for pro- 
viding DIS). Enter the matter of PTE classified aides utilized in 
providing DIS to pupils as specified in their IEPs. Carry to tvu decimal 
places. One PTE aide equals the greater of 6.00 hours per day or the 
average aide hours per class or program reported on the 1980-81 J-50 
B-4, Line 3b* EDP 267. To count towards PTE classified aide time, 
these hours mist be spent providing designated instruction and services 
to pupils as required by their IEPs. 

NOTE: The PTE classified aides which you report will be converted to 
certificated DIS units by nultiplying the PTE by an aide-to- 
teacher-salary ratio (Refer to your 1989-90 P-l Exhibits, J-50~IPS, 
ESP 513B for your conversion ratio). 



(IPSINST.P1) 
(Rev. 09*89) 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT Of* EDUCATION 
J-50-IPS <Rev. 09-89) 

Comity Blue Sky 



1969-90 First Principal 



Clip. V, ^ J-50-IPS (continued) 
^District jjajjjj 



1 Columns A, B, C, & D on this wge nt iat be decinal pi ices; Columns K f F, G, & H nust be wljolg nutters ; 



CALCINATION OF FUNDING 
FX* IPS UNITS 



MTN-S FVrE ELV HANDIC APPED 
Special toy Classes: 

11 . SDC-no aide 

12. SDC-one aide 
11. SDC-two aides 
Resource Special ists: 

14. RSP-no aide 

15. RSP-one aide 

16. D*?sicjTwted I nst ruction 
and Services 

17. Total lines il thru 16 



Sfc\TOELY HAND) CAIfgg) 
Social CHy Classes : 
IB. 
10. 
20. 



SPC-no aide 
SlC-«>ne aide 
SUC-twu aides 



Colunn A 



: Units funded 
f-DP ! lesser of 
no. :cols. a & n 
.lines 2-10° 



526 
528 
530 

546 
532 

548 

560 



562 
564 
56b 



XI • ill) 



(EC 



Jl. Total lines 18 thru 20; 570 



Colurnn B 



Regular 
Units 



m colufii a" ; ct 

@ 



Ucal Plan Area White Cloud 



Column C 



Non- 
deticited* 
Ufiits Ig 



-ii-UlU-.- 



Column D 



' 2 ♦ «0 



'i7 



4b uu ; 



JJL? UlL _ 



0 j)0 



Infant 
Units 
In Column A- 



Column £ 



Unit Rata 
Frcm 
J50-UR 



.nn 



1 .U) 



4 DO 



.bo 



Vi,000 

TTTumr 



JiiUUUL 



15.1)00 



Column P 



Regular IPS 
Entitlement 
Col. B m E 



68,000 



J2tiKA5 



.^ 5 iiii_Y C aj^iil 



ia.sAi._i j-.-W2_; 



.JO 



47.UHU— 



i 



.JiiMlUU.- 

U J 



jLLLUUU 



Cgluiu G 



fwjniief icited* 
IPS Entitlement 
Col, C x E 



0 

uL 



-U- 

j&. urn 



1L 



Column H 



Infant ! 

ips ; 

Entitlement i 

Col, 0 « E 1 



TT 



Jiaoa. 



ft] 



4 ? .quo 



? t , mm 



1 19.000 



1 



Infant pruajram iu» i t & nu> not 1** us«d to fiu*i ytxw r* Mar pnajram rjjss^a or vii-e-versa; therefore, the sum of the units refi>rted in Column D nny 
r»>t ■fxrtt'd U*r total infant units allocated on the : 'i 1 i'A- 1 nf ant Si-haiule B. Ages 0-2 Prolan, fDP 880, Columns B.C,F and F plus fcDP 896, Columns 
li.'\r nf vi f nor pm) U*- total of the units in Oilijif.-. * plus C cif this fonn exce*il tl«? u/uts dlKcrated on tl«» J-50-li^ Schedule B - Ages 3-21 
Pi'»1f.im. HH- Mmo. fi.hrfis A-f plus UjP 99h. O.lnons A - F . 
h. lif»-s I r»* Him nf th#* lunth m CnhjitiS H pluft C plus l> mist #^jual tht- »inits sriown in (*t)h*in A. (Cojs. B. C, arwl 0 t^nnut he n^it we numbers.) 

►♦.i. iJ# f i> if**! uj.ifs or urits oft*r.ile«1 ft>r c-fiihlreii r^swhrHj m li'ls, fostrr family [ires, hjs|utalu, af»] ut \ht fesiuVntidl rr^iHal facilities. 
U..t-i I i ii.fn.iii r#*si*ln»j in li'l* aie cl.issifieil i rif ^nt units .i >»J r**turt#^] in (oluitrt 0. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50-IPS (Rev. 09-69) 



1989-90 First Principal 



J-50-IPS (continued) 



Count y blue Sky 



District 



Delta 



Lccal Plan Area 



; All mirters on this page shall be two (2) deciflttl places except ling 24, Col B and C, line 25 Col B and Cj and Ling 26 Col C. i 



Ccrnjtat lonal Diff eren ce Between 
A ide EnuUggnt arid Aides Used 



22, Nwseverely handicapped. 

23. Severely handicapped 



EDP 
NO. 



572 
574 



Column A 



Aide 
Entitlement 

for _ 

17. 3 f > 



lor i*jp*-*u- 



^ - c:hp v, 3.13 

While Cl.oud 



Col urn B 



PIT Aides 
Usedat 



9°l^ C 



Cblmti D 



32 .75 



rns Aides 

At 

P-2 



AveraQe 
(Ool. B ♦ Ool. 
divided bv 2 



CI 



Unused Aide Adjustmen t 

24. Non-severely handicapped 

25. Severely handicapped 

26 . Total (set negatives to zero), 



EDP 
NO. 



576 
578 
580 



Column A 



Unused aides If ran 
line 22 EDP 572 or 
line 23 EDP 574, 
Col .A minus Co l .B! 
I bU~~ 



Column B 



Aide rate ( f ran 
P-l J-50-UR 

line 4, Col. B) 
(Whole number) 



Column C 



13.000 



1,1)1)1) 



Unused aide 
Adjustment 
(Col. A ft Ool. Bl 



JL 



urns 

a. 1. For non-severe, cmftite using line 12, Col. A • line 15, Col. A • 12 ft line 13, Col 
2. For severe, oarjjute using line 19, Col. A ♦ 12 x line 20, Col, Al. 



Al. 



b, 1. To reroute PTE aides lined for your severely and non-severely handicapped programs, divide the number of aide-hours actually raid for 

earh on^gram on Dtcerter 1, 1989, by the greater of 6 huurs or your artual FTE aide hours from your 1980-81, J-50B-4, line 3b, EDP 2b7. 
2. If you prefer to use cxmilative FTE aides for Uie year, divide the total aide-hours pit id through Dei ranter 1, 1989, by the total work 
days for that same pericjd. Then, using the sane calculation as in b. 1. above, divide this anuunt by the appropriate PTE aide hours. 
Kh* thv result of this calculation in Column B for lines 22 aui 2). 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50IPS (Rev. 3*89) 



J-50-1PS 

FUNDING FOR REGULAR YEAR INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS 



Second Principal 



County BLUE SKY 



District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 



Colum A 

1. CONVERSION OF DIS FULL -TINE EDP Actual FTE used 

EQUIVALENTS INTO 'UNITS OPERATED 1 NO. through 03-31-88 



a. Certificated 

b. Classified 

c. Total 



511 
513 

515 



14.50 
9.50 



Column B 
Conversion 
Factor 



0.3614 



Colum C 
Units operated 
(Col A x col B) 

U.50 

3.43 

17.93 



COMPARISON OF UNITS ALLOCATED TO UNITS 
OPERATED FOR ALL CLASS SETTINGS 



< 
H 
I 

u> 



Norr severely Handicapped 



2. Special day class, no aide 



EDP 
No. 



500 



3. Special day class, one aide 503 

4. Special day class, two aides 505 
a. Subtotal of lines 2, 3 and 4 510 

5. Resource specialist, no aide 509 

6. Resource specialist, one aide 507 

Subtotal of lines 5 and 6 524 

7. Designated instruction and serv»ces517 
Severely Handicapped 

8. Special djy class, no aide 502 

9. Speciil day class, one aide 504 
1u Spot km iW class, two aides 506 

.i Subtoi.il of lines H, V .ifui H) SU8 



Colum A 
Units from 
1987/88 P'1 
Exhibits 
J-50-ALC 



2.00 



17.05 
0.00 
19.05 

0.00 
20.30 
20.30 
17.20 

0.00 
21.00 

5.85 
26.85 



Colum 8 
Units from P*2 
J-50-ALC 
I ine 5 or 6 
as appropriate 

2.00 

17.05 
0.00 
19.05 
0.00 
20.30 
20.30 
17.20 

0.00 
20.00 
4.6b 



Colum C 

Average 
(Col A ♦ Col 8) 
divided by 2 



2.00 

17,05 
0.00 
19.05 
0.00 
20.30 
20.30 
17.20 

0.00 
20.50 

5.25 
25.75 



Colum 0 



Units operated 
at P-1, 1988*89 



2.00 

18.00 
0.10 
20.10 
0.00 
20.50 
20.50 
17.34 

0.00 
20.00 

4.65 
24. 6S 



Colum E 



Units operated 
at P*2, 1988 69 



2.00 

20.00 
0.00 
22.00 
0.00 
20.80 
20.80 
17,93 

0.00 
20.00 

4.65 
24.65 



Colum F 

Average 

<Cot 0 ♦ Col E) 
divided by 2 



2.00 

19.00 
0.05 
21.05 
0.00 
20.65 
20.65 
17.93 

0.00 
20.00 
4. 65 

24.65 
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CALIFORNIA STA1E 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J SO- IPS (Rev. 3 89) 



County BLUE SKY 



CALCULATION OF FUNDING Column A 

FOR IPS UNITS Units funded 

lesser of 
EDP Cols. C t F 
NON* SEVERELY HANDICAPPED No. lines 2* 10 



Special Day Classes: 

11. SDC-no aide 526 2.00 

12. SDC-one aide 528 17.05 

13. SDC-two aides 530 0.00 
^ Resource Specialists: 

V 14. RSP-no aide 546 0.00 
u 

w 15. RSPone aide 532 20.30 

16. Designated Instruction 

and Services 548 17.20 

17. Total lines 11 thru 16 560 56.55 
SEVERELY HAND I CAPPED 

Special Day Classes: 

18. SDC no aide 562 0.00 

19. SDCone aide 564 20.00 
,'0. S0C two aides 566 4.65 

21. fotal lines 18 thru 20 570 24.65 



1 '} 





J-50-IPS 



Second Principal 



District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 



Colum B 

Regular 
Units 
In Column A 



Colum C 

Hon- 
deficted 
Units In 
Column A 



Column 0 

Infant 
Units 
In Column A 



Column E 
Unit Rate 
87/88 P-1 
Exhibits 
J50-UR 



Column F 

Regular IPS 
Entitlement 
Col. B x E 



Column G 

Nondeficited 
IPS Entitlement 
Col. C x E 



Column H 
Infant 
IPS 

Entitlement 
Col. D x E 



2.00 
15.05 
0.00 



0.00 
2.00 
0.00 



0.00 
0.00 



34,000 
47,000 
60,000 



68,000 
707,350 
0 



0 

94,000 
0 



0 
0 



0.00 
19.40 

15.30 

51.75 



0.00 
0.70 

1.30 

4.00 



0.20 
0.60 
0.80 



36,000 
49,000 

35,001 



0 

950,600 
535,515 
2,261,465 



0 

34,300 
45,501 
173,801 



9,800 
21,001 
30,801 



0.00 
18.00 
1.45 

19.45 



0.00 
1.00 

2.00 

3.00 



1.00 
1.20 

2.20 



34,000 
47,000 
60,000 



0 

846,000 
87,000 

933,000 



0 

47,000 
120,000 

167,000 



47,000 
72,000 

119,000 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J 50 IPS (Rev. 3-89) 



County QLUE SKY 



Canput tit tonal Difference Between 
Aide tnntlement and Aides Used 



£j 22. Non severely handicapped 

I 

w 23. Severely handicapped 



United Aide Adjustfnent 

2k. Non severely handicapped 

Severely handicapped 
26. Total (set negatives to zero) 
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Second Principal 



District OEITA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



local Plan Area White Cloud 



EDP 
No. 



Colunn A 

Aide 
Entitlement 
for 1987/88 



Column 8 

FTE Aides 
Used at 
P-1 



Colunn C 

FTE Aides 
Used at 
P2 



Col urn D 

Average 
(Col B ♦ Col C) 
divided by 2 



572 
574 



37.35 
29.30 



32.75 
34.50 



34.75 
35.00 



33.75 
34.75 



Colunn A 
Unused aides (from 
line 22 EDP 572 or 
line 23 EDP 574, 
Col. A minus Col.D) 



Colunn B 
Aide rate (from 

1987/88 P-1 
Exhibits, J50 UR 
(Whole number) 



Colunn C 
Unused aide 
Adjustment 
(Col. A m Col . 8) 
(Whole number) 



576 
578 
580 



3.60 

•5.45 



13,000 
13,000 



46,800 
•70,850 
0 
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The J-50 EXT form is used to compute the IPS entitlement for 
extended year (summer) programs. These include classes for 
non-severely handicapped (page 1), severely handicapped (page 2) 
and Infants (page 3). The approach for computing Extended Year 
funding is similar in concept to the Regular IPS funding 
methodology. The primary differences are: 

1) Generally, only Special Day Classes, DIS support of SDCs and 
aides are funded since regular classes are not in session 
durii^ the summer and, therefore, special education cannot 
operate as a pull-out supplemental program supporting the 
regular program. 

2) Allocations are computed from actual student enrollments in 
the summer classes rather than being determined by the SELPA. 

3) Unit rates are prorated downward to take into account the 
shorter time period for summer sessions. 

Data Sources: 

Unit rates are posted from the J-50 UR. Days taught in session, 
student enrollments, and full-time-equivalent units and aides 
operated are takpn from district program and/or payroll records. 

Data Output: 

The total Extended Year Entitlements are posted to the J-50 ENT 
and are used for the computation of the district support 
entitlement and the district total special education entitlement. 

1st Period. 2nd Period and Annual Report co nsiderations: 

Most districts will only prepare and file J-50 EXT information in 
the 1st period report, for summer sessions operated. 

Districts which operate year-round schools and conduct special 
education extended year programs during session breaks may find it 
necessary to update and file amended reports on summer sessions at 
the P-2 and annual reporting periods. This would be accomplished 
by amending Extended Year Data on State Data Sheet I and filing 
these with 2nd period and annual reports. 

pata Shaat II: 

Act' al days taught, student enrollments, units and aides operated, 
non-def icited units and aides funded, and total extended year IPSU 
entitlement amounts are posted to Data Sheet II on P-l for 
transmittal to the state. The state needs the actual days taught, 

VI-35 „ 

1 35 



student enrollment, units and aides operated, and non-def icited 
units and aides information for computation of district extended 
year entitlements. The extended year IPSO entitlement amounts are 
used by the state to verify that the information has been correctly 
entered and reported by districts on Data Sheet II. As indicated 
above, extended year information is only reported on Data Sheet II 
for the first period report. 

common Errors t 

1} On line 1 of pages 1 and 2, days taught in the summer session 
must be at least 19 days for purposes of compliance with the 
Education Code. One of the days necessary to reach the 
minimum of 20 may be a holiday. However, the holiday may not 
be claimed for funding purposes. 

2) On line 13b of pages 1 and 2, non-def icited units (i.e., LCI 
units) reported exceed total units funded. If there are 
actually unfunded LCI units and/or aides, they need to be 
prorated downward to stay within the number of funded units 
and aides. 

3) On page 3 (computation of the number of extended year 
entitlements for infants) , in computing infant enrollments 
on lines 5 and 20 the instructions on the back of the form 
for reducing enrollments to full time equivalents are not 
followed. 
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J-SO-tXT 

)*4 MS AM> 9-31. II CXTOBGD flNDlNG - SUMO) 1999 

Eg W-WMmt HWfflWfflP 



1999*90 ruet Prtnoipel 



Out net 



Uee thie font us celcuUU eeperete nan* 

eevere eitended ywi entitleeonte for 

)-4 IUS end 9-21.11 proqrwi. jaJELKEfflE 
owuTffi row 1*4 hot its cn W» ftm 



Chp. V 4.1 
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1 1 
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J. 
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CHyt teuaht-not to etceed 12*' b 

Oeye uuqht in requJer melon 

. Divide lint 1 fay line 2 (four 4kuhI piece*).., 
I, Unit Muti HUtiply eech unit reto by line > 
Goi . * or 0 ee tffjrcpruu. frae fone J-50-lli 
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INFANT EXTENDED YEAR CALCULATIONS ON THE J50-EXT 



J« r hf ? 5f ff V Mr enti 5*« w « nt » fft computed ujing criteria which are similar 
mod^fJrVl" 11 pr09ram """the following infant program modifications. These 
modifications are necessary because each infant is not provided a daily program. 

Pays Taught? 

compute the weighted average for Infant Program Extended Year Days Taught: 

Examples 



Number of 
Infants 

_Servcd 

6 
5 
4 



Days per 
Week in 
Program 

3 
2 
1 



Number of 
Weeks in 
Prog ye m 

9 
6 
6 



Total 
Days of 

Program 

162 
80 
24 

m 



Divide the total days of the program by the number of infants served to establish 
infant days taught, e.g.. 266/13 . 17.73. Round the quotient up to the nearest 
whole number, e.g., 17.73 to 18. Non-severe and severe pr^ww Jul 2f bi 
funded for days taught in excess of 30 and 55 respectively. 



Enrol lment 

On the last day of the second week of the extended year, a count 
enrolled and frequency of attendance per week 
information to compute infant FTC enrollment 



as 



must 
fol J owes 



be taken. 



of infants 
Use this 



Example j 



6 infants attending 

5 infants attending 

4 infanta attending 

15 infants 



3 days per week (3/5 or .60) 
2 daye per week (2/5 or .40> 
1 day per week (1/5 or .20) 



Round 6.40 to the neareet whole number, 7. m thie 
on the 0-2 J50-EXT, on line 5 if the program ie non 
program xh severe. 



3.60 
2.00 

6-40 PTE enrollment 



example, 7 
'severe, or 



would be reported 
on line 20 if the 
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J-SO MPS - AltLOWAKCE FOR THE EDUCATION OP EXCEPTIONAL POPILS IK 
CERTIFIED NONPOBLIC ftBHQQlfl Q» AflBKCTEfl 

Purpose: 

This form is used to calculate the reimbursement for educational 
costs and for the costs of education-related services for 
handicapped pupils placed in certified nonpublic schools and 
agencies. Part I of the report shows the actual calculation of 
the district entitlement. The report subtracts district revenue 
limit funding generated by attendance in nonpublic schools to 
arrive at excess cost. The state pays 70 percent of excess cost 
for NPS placements which a district makes or for which it is 
responsible, and 100 percent of excess costs for NPS placements of 
pupils who reside in LCIs. The rules on the forms need to be read 
carefully to fully comply with these requirements. In addition, 
the CDE's Question and Answer Document more fully defines the 
parameters governing cost reimbursement. 

Part XI of the form provides for a detailed listing of each 
non-public school or agency with a cost breakdown of their charges. 
It should be noted that this report receives more scrutiny by the 
state than any other form and generates the most verification 
questions and disallowances. Also, the revenue limit ADA reported 
on this report should agree with nonpublic school ADA reported on 
district attendance reports (J-18/19) . Therefore, it is very 
important that the J-50 preparer work closely with both the person 
preparing J-18/19s and the person maintaining these NPS contracts 
to ensure that all requirements in the instructions are complied 
with in preparing this report. 

Data Sources: 

If the district maintains and administers nonpublic school and 
agency contracts, then all information would be extracted from 
district records. If NPS contracts are maintained and administered 
by the SELPA, then contract costs and attendance days must be 
obtained from the SELPA. In any case, however, ADA divisors, 
attendance periods, and special education revenue limit per ADA 
must come from the district business office. 

Note: ADA may not be claimed until a student reaches the legal age 
to enroll in kindergarten (Education Code Section 48000 and 
Education Code Section 46100, et seq.). Thus, NPS ADA may 
not be claimed for pupils in preschool programs unless they 
are of legal age for enrollment in kindergarten. Infants, 
ages 0 to 2, also would not generate NPS ADA. Additionally, 
infant programs delivered by an NPS would not be reported on 
the J-50-NPS as these programs are funded by instructional 
personnel service units allocated in the Infant Program J- 
50-FRZ. 
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The state reimbursement amounts (Line 12) are posted to the J-50 
ENT for computation of the district's total special education 
entitlement. 

1st Period. 2nd Period, and Annual n«portsi 

The complete J-50 NPS forms are filed at 1st period, 2nd period 
and annual reporting periods. Intensive internal validation and 
audit checks are made at each reporting period by the state. 

Data sheet II ; 

The NPS ADA, contract costs for Nonpublic Schools and related 
services, pupil counts for related services, assessment and 
identification costs for LCI pupils placed in nonpublic schools and 
state reimbursement amounts are posted from Part I to Data Sheet 
II. The state reimbursement amounts are used to verify state data 
entry and calculation processes. The other information is necessary 
for the state to actually calculate state reimbursement amounts. 

Unlike other J-50 district forms a complete set of these forms is 
sent with Data Sheet II to allow for state audit of these claims. 

Common Errors; 

1) Costs are not reported in the appropriate column of Part I. 
Be sure to read and follow the rules in Notes a, b, and c on 
the form to avoid this problem. 

2) The NPS ADA reported on Line 1 of Part I and in Column IV of 
Part II do not agree with NPS ADA reported on district 
J-18/19 attendance reports. Some problems may arise on 
first period and second period reports because the J-50 NPS 
forms must be filed prior to the close of the attendance 
accounting periods. For that reason, estimates must be used 
on the J-50 NPS reports. If the J-50 preparer works closely 
with the person who prepares the district attendance reports, 
differences on P-l and P-2 can be minimized. The ADA for 
both the NPS and attendance annual reports must agree. The 
following attendance reporting rules are noted to assist 
attendance officers and J-50 preparers in reconciling NPS and 
attendance reports. 

A) Attendance accounting is based on the school calendar and 
four-week school months. Thus, their closing dates will 
generally not coincide with either the J-50 calendar or 
the Financial calendar. A reconciliation should use 
attendance/school calendar closing dates in estimating 
and reporting costs and ADA on the J-50 NPS. Reports at 
P-l and/or P-2 should estimate annualized costs. 
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B) To reconcile the ADA on both reports, it is necessary to 
use the same "apportionment days" and "days taught" 
divisor as the attendance officer will use in calculating 
ADA for the J-18 and J-19 reports. 

3) On Part II, Column II, qualifying Licensed Children's 
Institution (LCI) names and license numbers are not reported. 
This results in a reduction in funding since qualified 
placements in LCI's receive 100 percent funding, while other 
placements only receive 70 percent funding. Generally this 
information should be obtained at the time the child is 
placed. 

4) Uncertified nonpublic schools and agencies are reported in 
column I of Part II. This results in a complete loss of 
funding for costs charged by that school. Before contracting 
with a school, a copy of the California Department of 
Education notification of certification should be obtained 
from the school. The certification should also be checked to 
see that it is current and covers the term of the contract. 
Finally, be sure to list the name of the school exactly as 
it appears on the certification. 

5) Related Services costs are incorrectly reported in column IV, 
NPS costs for ADA. These costs should only be reported in 
column VII. 

6) Assessment costs are claimed in column VIII for Non-LCI 
students. Only the assessment costs of LCI students may be 
claimed. 

For further details on common errors, see the California Department 
of Education's Questions and Answers document. 
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Instructions for the J-SO-ftPS, pert II 

1. In Column 1, list the aeepublle echeel tr agency by tht eject as— ••pewit* en 
the SUf Pseartmcat fj Education Certification. Certified nonpublic schools 
ahoutd be reported In tht top diction end certified agoaciee is the lotto* 
•ectlon or Colon* I. for thoee nonpublic schools which arc operated by • public 
hospital, etete 1 let seed calldrcu'u hoepital, peycblatrie hoepital, proprietary 
hospital or other nedlcal facility, pteaae alao provide the nana of the 
associated hoapitat or medical facility. Please laiicata eut-of-etete placcoontn 
by addles ee eateries beside the nance of out-of-state' certified nonpublic 
schools. Nonpublic schools or egeucloe which are not certified but do have 
current waivtrs euthorittd by the State Department of Education should be denoted 
by placing a double aateriak neat to the nana of the facility or provider. 
Purauant to Education Code Section S4J44(c). it la only legal to contract with 
nonpublic schools or agenciea which have been certified by tha State Oepartncnt 
of education, therefara, prior to contracting with such a facility, you ahould 
obtain froo the eehool or agency a copy of their state Department of education 
certiflcatioa. *iich nunt be current and applicable ta the contract's period of 
perfonuace. Contracts with uncertified nonpublic schoole and agencies will not 
be reinburaed nor will retroactive certificatlona be leaved. 

2. If the pupil(e) attending the nonpublic a choc- 1 or agency reported la Column I 
resides in sn LCI or Postsr Psnily None (PPH). then in Column II lint the nana, 
addreaa end licenee/fecility uunber of the reaideatlal facility exactly as it 
appeare on the license Issued by the Stete Department of Social Services or other 
public agency. Please do not Hat the LCI or PPM by tha name of the individual 
who has been leaned the license. Education Code 56154(d) requires the county 
office to naintaia a current Hat of licenced chlldrea'a inatitutlona. License 
nunbere should be furnished to districta by the county office. 

3. In Colinut ill. piece en A. • or C in the box provided to indicate the reinburse- 
nent level yon intend to cleln for the placenentn in the nonpublic eehool or 
agency Hated in Column I, These letters corrcapond to the a sac letter coluana 
and foot no tea on the J-50-EPS. Pert I. ta determine the appropriate level of 
funding and hence the correct letter to place la Column ill. carefully reed the 
foot no tea on the J-SO-RPS, Part I. Do not report more than one letter in each 
bo*, if you have placement a ta a eehool or agency for which you - 11 be detain* 
different reiabureemcnt perceatagea and/or nou-deflcited funding (you will be 
reporting data far thin facility in more than one column on Part II. then report 
the data for each column on e eeparate line nn the J-SO-RPS. Pert II. 

*. Conpute ADA la Column IV aa follows (ADA must not be calculated for pupile 
younger than 4 yearn * nontha). p«r«» 

a. School Diatricta - Por the reguler echnol year, divide the total daye of 
apportionment attendance in nonpublic school by the number of daye taught in the 
diatrict for the firet period of st tendance. Por extended year, divide the days 
of attendance in nonpublic schoole by IPS. Pupils ouat not be credited with more 
than one day of attendance is any calendar day. 

Sun column i IV and distribute the ADA among Columns A. ft snd C of the J-SO-NPS. 
Pert I, COP 701. The diatributiaa of your rps ADA nuat agree with the 
reinburaenent level indicated in Column III of the J-50-RPS. Part II (aee #1 of 

HPJOJ. Pnns J-lg/H form J- 18/193 

Lines Lines 

Col. A • A- 12 ♦ D-2 ♦ A- 12 ♦ D-2 

Col. g - A-l) ♦ D-J ♦ A-l) « D-J 

Col. C - A-U ♦ 0-4 ♦ a-14 * 0-4 

b. County Superintendents - Par ths reguler school year, divide the dsys of 
attendanca in nonpublic school by 70 for the first period o( attendence. Por the 
extended year, divide the dsys of sttendsnce in nonpublic school by 17S. 

INSTRUCTIONS CONTINUED ON HACK OP J-SO-NPS, PART I I 
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Instruction* for the J-50-NPS, Part II (Continued) 



Sum Column IV and distribute the ADA amona Columns A, 6. and C of the J-50-NPS, 
Pert 1, EDP 701. The distribution of your HPS ADA mist uree with the 
reimbursement level Indicated in Col turn 111 of the J-SO-MM. Pert 11 (see #3 of 
the instructioni) and with the respective sum reported on Form J-27/28 is 
indicated belows 

*PP 701 form J-27/28 
Lines 

Col, A 
Col. B 
Col, C 

TOTAL - IV~A ♦ 1V-B 

5. In Column V report the authorised cost of the ADA in nonpublic schools 
reported in Column IV. Authorised costs and ADA must be based upon contracts 
between counties/districts end nonpublic schools. Sua Column V and 
distribute the costs amona Column A. B and C on J-50-NPS, Part 1, EDP 703, 
Refer to Column 111 of the J-SO-NPS, Part II for the correct columnar 
placement of your data. 

6. In Column VI, achool districts/county offices report the number of pupils 
receivine related services from s nonpublic achool or aaency end who sre 
<a) attending a nonpublic achool, (b) realdlna in s licensed children's 
institution or foster femlly home end attendina a nonpublic achool or (c) 
attendlns a public achool operated by the reportlna district/county office. 

Sum Column VI end distribute the totsl amona Columns A, B and C on J-50-NPS 
Part I, EDP 709. Refer to Column 111 of the J-SO-NPS. Part II for the 
correct columnar placement of your data. 

7. In Column VII, report the authorized cost of the relsted services for the 
pupils reported in Column VI, Authorised costs must be based upon contracts 
between counties/districts snd nonpublic schools or agencies. 

Sum Column VII snd distribute the total amona Columns A, B and C on the 
J-SO-NPS Part I. EDP 711, Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS. Part Il^for 
the correct columnar placement of your data. 

8. In Column VIII, report assessment snd ldentlflcetlon costs Incurred due to 
sssessments performed by district or county office specialized staff for 
pupils residins licensed c hildren's institutions, foster family homes> 
residential medica l facilities, and other similar fscilities who are Placed 
^3 — late-certified no npublic, nonsectarian schools . Assessment and 
ldentlflcetlon costs csnnot include either administrative or indirect costs, 
or any prorstlon of support costs. Assessments performed by certified 
nonpublic school or saency specialized staff will continue to be reported 
within contrsct coats on the J-SO-NPS. Pert I, EDP 703 or 711, ss 
sppropriste. Pursusnt to E,C, 56320, assessment services sre services 
provided in the assessment of handlcapplna conditions by specialized staff, 
such ss psycholoalsts, occupational therapists, physical therapists snd 
physicians. Assessments orialnste with the written permission of the perent 
or guardian to conduct such sssessments (E.C. S6321) or when s court so 
decrees (E.C, 56501(e)). Speclsl cducstlon sssessment ceases st the 
conclusion of the 1EP meetlna or, If it la decided that auch a meeting Is 
unnecesssry in lnatsnces of assessments subsequent to the initial sssessment, 
st the conclusion of forxal testlna and assessment sctlvltles, Assessments 
•ay occur prior to or durlna an LCI child's placement in a nonpublic achool. 
Not included are the costs of lndlvlduala whose pertlcipatlon in IEP meetings 
is Sh ancillary (or ad hoc) duty, such as general or apecial education 
classroom teachers and achool site administrators, and the cost of 
specialized staff currently funded through DIS units, Also not Included 
are costs for informal assessment activities conducted between annual 
assessments or IEP aeetlnes. For each assessment cost reported in Column 
Viil, a nonpublic school and a licensed children's institution must be listed 
in Columns 1 and II. respectively, of the J-50-NPS, Part II. Assessment 
costs may not be claimed for pupils residentlally placed by the Local 
Education Aaency, these placements beina indicated by an "A" in Column III 
of the J-50-NPS, Part 11, 

Sum Column VIII and >listrU>ute the total between Columns B and C on J-50-NPS, 
Part I, EDP 716. Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS, p Ar t II for the 
correct columnar placement of your assessment data, 

(NPS-1NST.P1) 
Rev. S-90 
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CM I f OMNIA STA1E 
DEPARTMENT Of EDUCATION 
j SO NPS (Rev. 3 89) 



J -50 'NPS PART I 
ALLOWANCE FOR THE EDUCATION Of EXCEPTIONAL 
PUPILS IN CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS OR AGENCIES 



Second Principal 



t.mrtty fllUk SKY 



Oistrict OELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



M 
I 

i> 
03 



1. Enter the 1988 89 Second Period ADA of exceptional pupils receiving all services from a 
nonpublic school, (from J-5QNPS, Part II, Column IV) 

2. enter the author iied cost of nonpublic school services for those pupils reported on 
line 1. (From J -50 -NPS, Part II, Column V) 

J. Enter the 1988-89 Base Revenue Limit (E.C. 42238.9) (Districts Only) 
form K 12 (P 2) Line E-16d (EDP0 IIS) 

4. Multiply Lino 1 by Lino 3 and enter the product. (Districts Only) 

5. Subtract line 4 from line 2. (If answer is negative, enter 0.) (Districts Only) 

6. Inter the number of exceptional pupils receiving related services from a nonpublic 
school or agency, (from J 50 HPS, Part II, ColunnVI) 



EDP 
No. 



701 
703 
705 
707 
708 
709 



7. Enter the authoriied cost of t elated services for those pupils reported on lino 6 

(i.e., all costs for services included in the IEP). (from J-50-NPS, Part II, Colum VII) 711 



8. for Districts: Total lines 5 and 7 in Columns A, B, and C. 
for County Offices; Total lines ? and 7 in Columns A and C. 



9. State Reimbursement Percentages 



H). Inter the product of lines 8 times 9 for Columns A, B, and C. 



713 



714 



715 



11. Assessment and Identification Costs for pupils residing in ICls and placed in certified 

nonpublic, nonsec tar i «in schools (E.C. 567/5.5). (From J 5Q-NPS, Part II, Column VIII) 716 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 

COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C 

District/Co. Off. District ■ LCI County Off ice and 

or Oistrict • ICls, 

Foster Family Foster Family 

Home Only Hones i Hospitals 



•Exclude pupils 
reported in 
Column C 



19.68 
345,040 
2,750.00 
54,120 
290,920 
6 

24,680 
315,600 

0.70 
220,920 



1<\ total Nonpublic School /Agency State Reimbursement (Total lines 10 and 11) 



717 



220,920 



1.16 
23,200 
2,750.00 
3,190 
20,010 
0 
0 

20,010 

0.70 
14,007 

1,200 
15,207 



1.16 
18,560 
2,750.00 
3,190 
15,370 
0 
0 

15,370 

1.00 
15,370 
1,200 
16,570 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50NPS (Rev. 3-89) 



J-50-NPS, PART II 
CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS AND AGENCIES ATTENDED BY INDIVIDUALS 
WITH EXCEPTIONAL NEEDS 



Second Principal 



County SLUE SKY 

COLUMN I 
Nonpublic Schools Certified by 
The State Department of Education 
* ■ Out of State School 
a NPSs/Agencses Authorized 
by Waivers 



OistriCt DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



COLUMN II 

Name and Address of 
LL'I or FFB Where 
NPS Pupils in 
Column I Reside 



COLUMN 1 1 1 COLUMN IV COLUMN V 



License 
Number of 
LCI or 

Foster Family 
Home 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 
COLUMN VI COLUMN VII 



Report NPS ADA NPS Costs for 
A, B or C (show 2 ADA Reported 
decimals) in Coluin IV 

(whole number) Related 
Services 



COLUMN VIII 
Assessment/ 
Nuntoer of Related Services Identification 
Pupils Costs for Pupils Coat for Pupils 
Receiving Reported in Residing in LCIs 
Coluen VI ListedinCol.il 
(whole number) (whole number) 



< 

H 
I 

*> 



The Academy 

The Conwunity School 

New Alternatives 

The Academy 

New Alternat ives 



Smith's Foster Home 480800919 

2148 5th Avenue 

Oelta CA 94777 

Care Corners 480801652 

4750 Apple Street 

Delta CA 94778 



A 
A 
A 
B 

C 



5.80 
3.48 
10.40 
1.16 
1.16 



116,000 
62,640 

166,400 
23,200 
18,560 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
0 

1,200 
1,200 



Agencies Issued Certification 
by the Cal ifornia State 
department of Education 

Jane Regal O.T. Services 



Health Care Services 



A 
A 



2 
4 



6,200 
18,480 



0 
0 



TOTAL FOR EACH COLUMN 



22.00 



386,800 



24,680 



2,400 
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J-SO DYR - LONGER DAY A ND YEAR INCENTIVES FOR COUNTY OFFICES OF 
Purpose: 

This form is used by county offices eligible for longer day and 
longer year funding; however, all county offices must complete this 
form. The funding is based on Special Day Class ADA only. It has 
two components: 

• Longer Day Incentives - The county must have increased the 
length of the instructional day in 1985-86 (1st tier) and/or 
1986-87 (2nd tier) by at least the applicable number of 
instructional minutes (specified on the back of form) , and 
must continue to offer the required number of daily 
instructional minutes during the current year; and 

• Longer Year Incentives - The county must offer at least 180 
days of instruction during the current school year. 

For a county to claim funding, the county superintendent must 
certify the county is eligible and is meeting the longer day and/or 
longer year incentive requirements. 

Data Sources; 

Verification of the incentives for which a county is eligible and 
will claim should be obtained from the special education department 
or attendance accounting office. 

Pursuant to Chapter 838, statutes of 1989 (AB 823), Education Code 
Section 41601, special education longer day and year incentive SDC 
ADA is now estimated at P-l and established at P-2 by dividing the 
number of apportionment days of attendance by the actual number of 
days taught by county offices of education for each period. This 
is a change from the previous divisors specified by the Education 
Code of 70 days at P-l and 135 days at P-2 for special day class 
incentive ADA. 

Data Output: 

The total incentive amount computed on Line 13 is posted to Line 
25 of the J-50 NET/ENT for inclusion in special education funding. 

The J-50 DYR itself must be filed with the state since it contains 
the county superintendent's signed certification that the county 
is eligible for and meeting the longer day and longer year 
incentive requirements. 

lat Period and 2nd Period: 

This form with the county superintendent's certification must be 
filed at both P-l and P-2. P-2 incentive SDC ADA may also be 
revised using the annual Data Sheet I. 



VI-50 



Pati Bntft 111 



The SDC incentive ADA is posted to Data Sheet II for state 
calculation of the incentive amounts. The total incentive amount 
(Line 13) is also posted for the state to use as a check amount in 
verifying reported information. 

common Errors 8 

The previously specified divisors of 70 days at P-l and 135 days 
at P-2 continue to be erroneously used to compute SDC incentive 
ADA. For many county offices, this error would reduce ADA and also 
reduce incentive funding. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE J-5G-DYR 
DEPARIMEOT Of EDUCATION 

J-50-DYR (Rev. 09-89) LONGER DAY AND YEAR INCENTIVES FOR O0LWY OFFICES OF EDUCATION 

ELIGIBILITY FOR INCENTIVES IS SUBJECT TO THE REQUIREMENTS ON THE REVERSE OF THIS FORM* 

LONGER DAY INCENTIVE: 

Longer toy Incentive for Grades K-8: 

1. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-8 I two decimal places) 

2. Longer Day Incentive per unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-8 

3. Longer toy Incentive for K-8 in each Tier (line I tunes line 2, rounded to a whole number) 

4. Total Longer toy Incentive for K-8 (Line 3. Colutm A plus Colum B) 

Longer toy Incentive for Grades 9-12 1 

5. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for 9-12 (two decimal places) 

6. 
7. 
8. 



1989-90 First Principal 



9. 



Longer toy Incentive per unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for 9-12 

Longer toy Incentive for 9-12 in each Tier (line 5 times line 6, row* 
Total Longer toy Incentive for 9-12 (Line 7, Col inn A plus Colunn B). 

Total Longer toy Incentive for Grades K-12 (Total line 4 plus line 8) 



; edp 
: no. 


Col urn A 
Firpt Tier 


Colurr B 
Second Tier t 


: 101 








S94.264 


S44.679 


: 105 : 








» 
» 

: 107 








. siaa.527 


§89,V:>7. : 


: in 












I 113 







LONGER YEAR INCENTIVE: 



10. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-12 (two decimal places) ! 115 1 

11. Longer Year Incentive Fer unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-12 ! 117 j $82.480 

12. Total Longer Year Incentive for Grades K-12 (line 10 tunes line 11, rounded to whole nutter) I 119 1 



121 



13. Total Longer toy Incentive plus Longer Year Incentive (Total line 9 plus line 12) 
CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify to the Superintendent of Public Instruction that this County Office of Education: 



teets the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46201.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering Longer toy Instruction. 
: teeta the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46200.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering Longer Year Instruction 
Does not offer Longer toy or Longer Year Instruction and as such is not eligible to receive Longer toy /Year incentive funds. 



County Superintendent of Schools Signature County 



SELPA 



tote 



9 

ERLC 



(J50-DYR.P1) 




156 




1*7 
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REQUIREMENTS FOR LONGER DAY AND YEAR FUNDING 



a. The tonger Day and/or hangar Y«r incentive may to claimed only It 
additional inatructional minutee/daye an offered to #JA gradee K-12. 
For example, if you operate a K-8 program but offer additional minute* 
and/or daya only to grade* 4-8, you are not eligible to receive longer 
Day or Longer Year incentive funda. 

b. To receive the Longer Year, Firat Tier Longer toy and/or Second Tier longer 
Day Incentivea in any given f iacal year, a SELPA mat have participated in 
the initial year of that incentive'e offering and muat continue to meet the 
criteria for that incentive in the current f iacal year. The initial year 
for each of the incentivea ie aa followei 

Longer Year - 1985-86 
Firat Tier/Longer Day - 1905-86 
Second Tier/Longer Day - 1986-87 

For example, if a SELPA did not provide the aecond tier nuriber of minutes 
of the Longer Day Incentive during fiscal year 86-87, that SELPA ia forever 
ineligible to receive the Second Tier/Longer Day Incentive. 

c. The longer Day Incentive ia two-tiered with eeparate incentive amounts and 
required mininun inatructional tune for each tier. The following chart 
displaya the minimum number of minutes which mat to offered, in each grade 
level to qualify for each tier's incentive) amount. 



• 
1 


MINIMM INSTRUCTIONAL TI« 


» 


i 1985-86 Minutes 5 


1986-87 Minutes '. 


GRADE LEVEL 


i 1st Tier S 


2nd Tier 


Kindergarten 


! 34,500 


36,000 


! 1-3 


: 47,016 : 


50,400 


4-8 


50,000 i 


54,000 


! 9-12 


57.200 : 


64.800 



d. The certification at the bottom of the J-50-OYR must to completed by all 
counties, including those who are not claiming incentive funding. All 
forms must to returned with the appropriate box checked and the county 
superintendent's signature. 



REFERENCE i Education Code Sections 46200.5 and 46201.5. 



(DYRINSTR.P1) 
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J-50 flfltt - ID8NTIFICATIOH OF SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO 



EttEBflitl 

The J-50 SSR is the top portion of the J-50 SSR/LGF form. It is 
used to identify a district's support services ratios for severely 
handicapped and non-severely handicapped settings* 

Data Sources: 

Information for the J-50 SSR is posted from State Data Sheet I. 
Data Output; 

The district Support Service Ratio (or ravios) is/are posted to 
the J-50 ENT for calculation of the district Support Services 
Entitlement. 

1st Period , 2nd Period and Annual Reports: 

These ratios are only reported at the beginning of the year for 
the 1st period report. The same ratios are then used on each 
subsequent report. 

Data Sheet II: 

District Support Services ratios are maintained in the state's data 
base calculation of the district entitlement. Therefore, it is not 
necessary to post any of this information to Data Sheet II for 
transmittal to the state. 

common Errors t 

None reported. This information is already resident in the state 
data base. 



VI-54 



ERIC 






CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT Of EDUCATION 
J-50-SSR/LGF (Rev. 09*09) 



J-50-SSR/LGF 
IDENTIFICATION OF SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO 
AND REXEMPUTATIGN OF LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 



1989*90 First Principal 



County 



Blue Sky 



District. 



Delta 



J/cal Plan Ar ea White Cloud 
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SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO 



1. Support Services Ratio Ifrun 1989-90 P-l D»U Sheet I) (four dec in. 1 places) 

2, support Services Ratio for NDN-SEYIRELY HAMDI CAPPED (fram 1989-90 P-l Data Sheet I> (four dec Ural places), 

3. Supp>rt Services Mtio for SEVERELY HANDICAPPED (firm 1989-90 P-l Data Sheet I) (four decunal places) 



4. If ru Special Eduction program **s operated in 1979-80, use the lesser of 0.5215 and the average Suj^rt Services ratio 
listed on the back of this form for the appropriate district or county off>-e classification (four d*cir»l places) 



: esc 


ODUMi h 


: no. 




i 


. 5701 


i 


. 5215 


i 

.1 647 

1 
1 


. 5701 


1 

.! 648 
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LOCAL GENERAL FUND O0NTR1B17HQN 



/l. Recalculated Local General Pure! cost for 1979-80 <frao 1989-90 P-l Data Sheet I) U*ole Nurfaer), 

v. J jJ 

\2. 1979-80 cost per AT* if ran 1989-90 P-l tfcta Sheet I) U*» decunal plac*s) 



3. 1989-90 Regular K-12 ADA less class uiu 
line B-2, EDP 028) (two decunal places). 



4. 1979-80 cost per AD* tunes 1989-90 ADA (line 2 tunes line 3) (round to a whole nunber), 



EDP 336 (Vtole Hwixr) ■ 

ISSR-Mif .Pi ) 



J GO 



: edp 
; no. 


COLUhti A 


! 445 


530,000 


: 449 


49. 00 


1 

; 451 


12.000.00 


1 

1 453 


588.000 


; 455 


530.000 



1909-90 Statewide Average Support Service Ratioe 



At Statewide Average Support Service Ratio 0.5215 

B. 115% of. the Statewide Average ••• 0.5997 

C. 150% of the Statewide Average 0.7823 

D. SUtewide Average Support Service Ratioe by Claaa 

1. Elementary dietriote of 100 or leu AM • 0.4414 

2. Elementary dietricte with more than 100 and leee than 901 AM.. 0.4508 

3. High echool dietricte with late thin 301 ADA 0.3211 

4. Unified dietricte with leee than 1,501 AM 0.5170 

5. elementary dietricte with sore than 900 AM 0.5146 

6. High echool dietricte with wore thin 300 AM 0.5340* 

7. unified dietricte with more than 1,500 AM" 0.5712' 

• Exceeda the statewide average, therefore uee the statewide average: 0.5215. 
Includes county officee of education. 
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Purpose; 



The J-50 ENT is a two page form which is useu to calculate district 
support service entitlement and to sum the regular and extended 
year IPS Entitlements, the support service entitlements, and the 
NPS Entitlement to arrive at the total special education 
entitlement. The Support Service Entitlements are based on adjusted 
regular and actual IPS entitlements multiplied by the district 
support service ratios. Separate calculations are made for severely 
handicapped and non-severely handicapped support entitlements. 

Data Sources ; 

• Regular IPS Entitlement and Excess Aides - from J-50 IPS; 

• Extended Year IPS Entitlement - from J-50 EXT; 

• Unit Rates for DIS, SDC, and RSP - from J-50 IPS; 

• Differences in Units Funded Between P-l and P-2 - from J-50 
IPS (read the common errors section below before computing 
this) ; 

• Support Services Ratios - from J-50 SSR; and 

• Nonpublic School Entitlement - from J-50 NPS. 
Data Output: 

The total special education entitlement (Line 36) is transferred 
to the J-50 NET/ENT for calculation of Net J-50 State Aid. 

1st Period. 2nd Period and Annual Reports: 

The "Adjustments for Units started between P-l and P-2" (lines 9 
to 18 and 28 to 31) are only applicable to the P-2 J-50 ENT. 

On the 2nd Period report (and any annual revisions if filed) , the 
full form should be calculated. 




fltlt* D»fc» fthast lit 



Total IPS entitlements and support services entitlements are posted 
to be used as check figures in the state calculation and 
verification process. The differences in units operated between 
P-l and P-2 (lines 6, 9, 12, 15, and 28) are collected at P-2 to 
allow the state to calculate support services entitlement 
adjustments. 

common Errors ; 

On the second period report, errors are commonly made in computing 
the number of units started between P-l and P-2 which are subject 
to support services entitlement reduction, i.e., Line 9 reports new 
DIS units started at P-2, Line 12 reports new NSH SDC units started 
at P-2, Line 15 reports new RSP units started at P-2, and Line 28 
reports new SH SDC units started at P-2. Often the number of units 
started at P-2, i.e., not operated at P-l, are overstated because 
growth units, units reallocated among instructional settings, and 
units transferred from other SELPAs are not excluded by the 
preparer when determining the number of new units started at P-2. 
New growth units should be excluded as it may not be possible for 
SELPAs to hire instructors and start these classes by P-2, and the 
SELPA should not be penalized for this occurrence. Units 
reallocated from one instructional setting to another instructional 
setting should not be reported if these units were operated in the 
previous instructional setting at P-l. New units transferred from 
another SELPA should not be reported if these units were operated 
by the transferring SELPA at P-l. The support services entitlement 
adjustment is only appropriate if an existing unit was not in 
operation at P-l. 
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CUU'ttNU STATE 
DEPWWOT Of EW CATION 



J-50-EMT 
tWtTH>tNTS ttf? IPS tNITS 



i989-90 first Principal 



County^ 



District. 



Delta 



UxMi Plan *rea Wh ite Cloud 



1. IPS Regular Year Entitlement tvcn P-l, J-5Q-IPS; 
4. Colifiti V line 17* FDP 560, Colum F 

b. Colum Bt Line 17, fl*> 560, Colum G 

c. Colum C; lane 17. ESjP 560. Column H 

2. Unused Aides fcijustnent , . ■ i to 7w 

1. Total Regular Year Ent if lenent lline I «unua line 3) ♦ ••••• <"* ^Jlii!lL*i!2Si 

4. IPS Fxtended Year Entitlement from P-l. J-50-EXTj 

a. Co Item A: GDP 553. Colum c plus Coltm P 

b. Colum B\ WP 60). colimn c plus Colum F 

c. Colum Ct EDP 664. Colum <?■■■• 

5. Total Non-severe IPS Entitlement I line J plus line 4>«: 



AIWlSl>itfT MR HIS IWITS IN EXCESS OV 19t>C*8l DIS INITS OPERATED. EC Section 56718ibl 
Cii|i V, j ; h. Difference betM*n P-l 1989-90 Jis un<*a funded and 1980-81 DIS unite operated IS** 
footnote e. for calculation) Repirt pnvit ive or negative values <T*> (lerimalal . . . . 

7. Unit rate for DIS units ifrom J-50- IPS, line 16 colum *) 

6. Yoial adjustment for excess DIS units Uine 6 times line 71 tines .50. If negative, 
refort ^ero 

UiirsilfW tTA IWTS STAOTED BfcTWfcN P-l Atf) P-2. Education Code 5b? J8ial' 
9. Difference in the nifter of OtS units between P-2 and P-l 1989-90 U-50-IPS line 7, 

lesser of toltiro B or El minus Mine 7, lesser of Colunn A or 01. Ref»rt (usitive or ! 
i**>itivr values. nv> decimilsl ; J™* 

10. unit rate for OIS units tfrun J-50-IPS line 16. Colicii E> I 068 

11. DIS units adjustment (line 9 tunes line 101 tuea .35. <t*»le wr*er» Report positive j 
or ive value* •• i 

12. Different m the mir**r of SLY units between P-2 and P-l 1989-90 U-50-IP5 line la. 
lesser of Colum B or Kl Minus 1 1 in* 4a, lesser of Column A or 01 . Refort positive 
or rwjat ne valiM MW> decuruls) : ^62 

M. Unit rate fur SIX' units U-50-IPS line 12. Colum El 078 ^ 

14, SfX unitt adjust**!* (line 12 time* line U> times .25. lV**>le mater I. Rerwrt p>sitive 
o r ntxia 1 1 ve va I im^s ,,,,,§,«§«,*§,(••§§§.§§...§..§...•§•.§§.§§•...•....■§§§■§.•.••...•.•• 

15. Difference in the mrfcer of RSP units between P-2 and P-l 1989-90 U-50-IPS line 6*. 
les.vr of Colum B or E) nunus tllne 6a, lesser of Ooltun A or 01, Report ^sitise 
or net>Uive values. tV+> dt?cin«ls) : ^ 

lb. unit rate for RSP luuta U-^O-IPS line 15. Colirtn El : 070 

17. RSP imitt *i)ii»tn^Mt 1 1 ine 15 t iws lu* 16> iim* .21. (V*»,le ni#t»?r). Report pisUive 

or n*^*t ive values 

Ifl, Total I'rills *i justwnt I line 11 plus line 14 plua line |?l. If m^tivu. report *ero. 



V»m ^r!^0:.TS fi< -*ti SIM HM Y lUMifVPIP SIW««T 

I i \\.*.^r 9t .i f .f *n h.s«'f«l> limlii .i||r«l litei.lf I Ye.u |l<h»at|*in Cule V>H'lf*M«?U, I l rw : 

4 tin .ii 'Hit |m »ii i i I ' I lil 

• \\ n.ti r-» ii •. .Mhi • » ln^ e > p-.i.hh I W"*' H r u mis I in*' T> " On 

i , ..^ f » v.H.Hi, lui.i. im-i iiwi-'W I' i. J-50-SM* «4if : ^ t ^ ||s S2J ^ 



hitilltvriil <l»ne Ju t irr^ line Jl» U.h4e riif:4»*r) 1 0?'. H 




07? 



1 r.r> 
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OtPW^ENT Of EMCATICN 
J-iO-FJir iRev. 09-891 

r^tv Blue Sky 



J-5U t,VT Iconfcinuedl 
tNTlTUMNTS (OR IPS IN US 



1989-90 First Princiful 



Dittr tot Delta 



Lxat Plan Are* White Cloud 



: severel y W>J)ICAPPED: 

23. IPS Regular Year entitlement fns* P-l. J-50-IPSi 

a. Cohra Ai Line 21. EDP $70, Colira r 

b. Colum B: Line 21. EDP 57(,. Colum 0 

c. Co lira C: Une 2!, EDP 570. Cohra H 

24. trailed tides Adjustment 0 

25. Total RequJjr Year Entitlnnt Mine 23 minus line 24) 

26. IPS Extended Year Entitlm»nt frtrj P-l. J-30-EXTi 

a. Co lira \i tW 309, Co lira C plus Colum F 

b. Cohra B: EDP 602, Co lira C plus Cohra F 

c. Qilira Ci EDP 678. Co lira C 

27. Total Severe IPS Entitliwnt Mine 25 plus line 261 



EDP 
NO. 



081 
088 

090 



083 
085 



RfiQtUfl 
UNITS 



9I3JNHI 
IT 



AAJUsTOCT (TO LWTS STARTfD BCThEEN P-l Vfi P-2. Education Cale 96718UI 

28. Difference in the mrtwr of SDC units between P-2 And P-l 1989-90 U-50-IPS line 10*. 
lesser of Cobra B or F.i minus Mine 10*. lesser of Colira A or D>. Report pisUive or 
nm>it it e values. ITW> decimals) 

29. Unit rate for SDC units IJ-50-IPS line 20, Colira E> ' 084 

10. SOC units adjustment Hint 28 times line 29> tines .25. tWbnlf meter I. If native, 
report terw • • 

11. Adjusted Se\i«re IPS Entitlement Mine 25 minus line J0» 

12. Si4|»lt Services Ratio for Severely Handica^ed 11989-90 P-l. J-50-SS8 UJF, 
IUP 647 or 6481 I Four Decimals! 

11. S*?\ere Sujfurt Services Entitlonent (multiply line 21 by line 26» plus 

Mine 25 times line 32> . . li-tole nirter> 



F 



1911,139 

TTTTTTT 



co|umn B_ 



NDN-oericinp 
, BilH! 



167JIMI 



14.621 



j Column C_ 
INFANT 
UNITS'* 




22 , 359 



i 



082 



086 
092 




Ut»e )1 C sUulal ions 
" A 



1(11. 129 
511,90! 
615,21? 



II 

18.056 

*>*2B2 

111,261 



11.66 
79,511 



14. Toral 1989-90 S^fort Services Entitlement I line 22 plus line 33i Ihhole nurtert. 



087 

089 
091 



,57111 



615,25? 



J-50-*PS. Part t: 



i/nttfl EVriTli>tNTS 

35. Nunfublie School Entitlervnt fnsn P-l. 

a. Colira \\ Q*> 7|7, Cohra A 

b. colira B: fVP 717, total of Columns B and C 

16. Total Sp *:ia I Educat ion Entitlement (sun of lines 5, 27, 34. *ui 15) 



095 
099 



1,809,224 



?2li,92tl 



.5701 



113,261 



205,1611 



,5701 



79,502 



95,564 



11,777 



>.2U 9 ]?\ 



M7T£S: 

" a\ Oilira * is to be used for camputat ion of the IPS B.titlnnent for Rewtar Units. 

b. Cobra B is to be used for confutation of the IPS Entitlement for Nun-def ictted Units. 

c. Colum C is to be used for crsiftiUtion of the IPS Entitlement for Infants 



I . 

2. 

I. 



If aruinrs in Colura c\ B* 576 and 578. J -50- 1 PS. sre bjth positive, show those amounts in Colira A, EDP 072 *nd 088, as aHiropnate. 
If aroints in Col.ra C, CUP 576 <u*\ 578, J-M-IPS, are bath 'negat ive. or if fcW 580 Cohra C on J-50-IPS is native. sh» /ena in 
Cohra A, IDP 072 and 088» , a „ , „ . flrt , . n 1DC , 

If cohra C, a* 576 is pieitive. *nd Colura C W 578 is native, or vice versa, show the joUj frwi Colira C, HDP 580, JoO-lPS in 
r,|.m \ of either IW> 072 or 088 Tor Nhirlw\er category Ku\ the |mitiN* m*u\f . 
4. In on f.ise ^ht.jl I Cohra A. tl)P R 1 ' or 088 hjnuse»1 ai.le ad jiistinent > t* qr»aier thiin Cohra A, EDP 061 or 081 Ire«jular >ear ent it lervnt i . 
If it ii, shvw tlv Uilaire in ffV 072 or 088 ronra B. 
#• • M e. rh^ OIS i«nit« r^nrt^i on the J-50-IPa. line 16. tin lira A ***** units r^ltim, fnn a realh-lt. . unit, by your stIM, nfan» D ^ 
•u..'». .i,»l DIS .u.iM tcinsfMrr«1 to fnn anot^r StLPA. tht-n delist the OIS 80 units displ.i>^l on y. .u 1989-90 P-l l\it a Sr»^t |. M»«t 
fKe i.Twn»l»*r. ii*.iti%e oi omnliv*. «»n line 6. H»P OfW. rf „ 
Ma. ,1-1 ..niM aiM ,^iIh .vitrnd f^' 'hildrHi, lesi-liisj in U'lv fr^ter fimily r»r*'H ( b-spitah . ami n* • .-r res id-n Mai ^lu il f* ilit e». 

fnlmt ,u»i» i j ft* umr» . t ..| il«l tor .hil a.j*-s 0 thi>as|h 2 y^»s II nm.th*. CmtM *^r.it«l for infants r^idirv, in Ula ru** !», r-f'rted in 
I'ohru i'. Inf tut Unit h . 
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•3RNIA STATE 
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(ounly BLUE SKY 




J-50| 

ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS 
District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



EDP 
NO. 



Se^Bfrincipal 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 



COLUMN A 
REGULAR 
UNITS 



COLUMN B 
NONDEFICITED 
UNITS 



COLUMN C 
INFANT 
UNITS 



NOW SEVERELY HANDICAPPED 



< 
H 

I 

0> 
H 



ERIC 



1. IPS Regular Year Entltlemet from P-2, J 50- IPS: 

a. Column A: Line 17, EDP 560, Column F 

b. Column B: Line 17, EDP 560, Column G 

c. Column C: Line 17, EDP 560, Column H 

2. Unused Aides Adjustment 

3. Total Regular Year Entitlement (line 1 minus line 2) 

4. IPS Extended Year Entitlement from P-1 Exhibits, J • 50 • EXT : 

a. Column A: EDP 553, Column C plus Column F 

b. Column B: EDP 603, Column C plus Column F 

c. Column C: EDP 664, Column C 

5. Total Non-severe IPS Entitlement (line 3 plus line 4) 

ADJUSTMENT FOR DIS UNITS IN EXCESS OF 1980/81 DIS UNITS OPERATED, EC Section 56738(b) 

6. Difference between P-1 1987/88 DIS units funded and 1980/81 DIS units operated 
Report positive or negative values (Two decimals) 

7. Unit rate for DIS units (from J-50-IPS, line 16 column E) 

8. Tot.n adjustment for excess DIS units (line 6 times line 7) times .50. If negative 
report zero 

ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P-1 AND P-2, Education Cod « J 67 j[B<a) 7 

9. Difference in the number of DIS units between P-2 and P-1 1988-89 (J 50 IPS line 7, 
lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 7, lesser of Column A or 0). Report positive or 
negative values. (Two decimals) 

10. Unit rate for DIS units (from J 50 IPS line 16, Column E) ™ C iti«A 

11. DIS units adjustment (line 9 times line 10) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive 

12. SIffe?ence e in a lhe S nun*>er of SDC units between P-2 and P-1 1988-89 (J-50-IPS line 4a, 
lesser of Column B or E) minus (lino 4a, lesser of Column A or 0). Report positive 
or negative values. (Two decimals) 

15. Unit rate for SDC units (J 50- IPS line 12, Column E) ^itiv* 

14. SDC units adjustment (line 12 times line 13) times .25. (Whole number). Report pos.it. ve 

15. Slfference e .n a lhe S nu,ix..r of RSP units between P-2 and P-1 1988-89 CJ 50 IPS line 6a, 
lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 6a, lesser of Coluw A or 0). Report positive 
or negative values. (Two decimals) 

16. Unit rate for RSP units (J 50 IPS line 15, Column E) 

17. RSP units adjustment (line 15 times line 16) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive 
or negative values , . . 

18. Total Units Adjustment (line 11 plus line 14 plus line 17). If negative, report *ero 



061 
072 
076 



063 
065 



067 
060 

059 



t i nil* 

. ,•.(. . I If , t nl i t i .-iin nt i in.- ' mi-. I w.i- Hi minus I mi- lv 

•i ....v... w.t l » H '- .,...-!> m..hI. „.,...! <1VHH HV »• 1 I .».-»•• 1 

HH- o-.r> in 6'.«) (Km' l)'-i im.il ■>> . Mrtlf ., 

.V. Nun seveie Suppoi t Set vitro Entitlement (Mia- ?U times line 21) (Whole mat*. ) 



j Ml SSW/lGf 



069 
068 

071 



062 
078 

064 



066 
070 

074 
080 



A0JUS1MENIS fOR NON SfVlRKV HANDICAPPED w ,., . ,„ 

IV. Adjustment tor Non severely Handicapped Extended Ye.« [Education Code 5623/(e>(2>] , line ^ 
.Si) (Uh.ilr im»i*h-i ) 



0/5 
0// 



2,261,465 
0 

2,261,465 



49,466 
2,310,931 



0.00 
0 



0.00 
35,001 



0.00 
47,000 



0.00 
49,000 

0 
0 



,'.286. 1vti 

il.S.'l- 
1.192,252 



173,801 
0 

173,601 



4,834 
178,635 



0.00 
0 



0.00 
35,001 



0.00 
47,000 



0.00 
49,000 

0 
0 



2.412 
1/6.218 

i). 5215 
91.898 



30,801 

xxxxxxx 
30,801 



0 

30,801 



xxxxxxx 
xxxxxxx 

xxxxxxx 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



0.00 
35,001 



0.00 
47,000 



0.00 
49,000 

0 
0 



0 

io.aoi 

0.5215 
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CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J-50ENT (Rev. 3 89) 



J-50ENT 
ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS 



Second Principe 



County BLUE SKV 



District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



EDP 
NO. 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 



COLUMN A 
REGULAR 
UNITS 



COLUMN B 
NONOEFICITEO 
UNITS 



COLUMN C 
INFANT 
UNITS 



SEVERELY HANDICAPPED 

23. IPS Regular Year Entitlemet from P- 2, J SO IPS: 

a. Column A: Line 21, EDP 570, Column F 

b. Column B: Line 21, EDP 570, Column 0 

c. Column C: Line 21, EDP 570, Column H 081 

24. Unused Aides Adjustment 088 

25. Total Regular Year Entitlement (line 23 minus line 24) 090 

26. IPS Extended Year Entitlement frcmP-1 Exhibits, J SO EXT: 

a. Column A: EDP 589, Column C plus Column F 

b. Column B: EDP 602, Column C plus Column F 

b. Column C: EDP 678, Column C 083 

27. Total Severe IPS Entitlement (line 25 plus line 26) 085 

ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN PI AND P2, Education Code 56738(a) 

28. Difference in the number of SDC units between P-2 and P I 1988 89 (J SO IPS line 10a, 
lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 10a, lesser of Column A or D). Report positive 

or negative values. (Two decimals) 082 

29. Unit rate for SDC units (JSOIPS line 20, Column E) 084 

30. SDC units adjustment (line 28 times line 29) times .25. (Whole number). If negative 

report lero 086 

31. Adjusted Severe IPS Entitlement, (line 25 minus line 30) 092 

32. Support Services Ratio for Severely Handicapped (1988 69 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-SSR/LCF EDP 

647 or 648) (Four Decimals) 087 

33. Severe Support Services Entitlement (multiply line 21 by line 26) plus 

(line 31 times line 32) (Whole number) 089 



933,000 
0 

933,000 



198,139 
1,131,139 



0.00 
60,000 

0 

933,000 

0.5701 
635,232 



167,000 
0 

167,000 



34,623 
201.623 



0.00 
60,000 

0 

167,000 

0.5701 
113,263 



119,000 
MMXMMXX 
119,000 



22,359 
141,359 



0.00 
60,000 

0 

119,000 

0.5701 
TO, 502 



34. fotal 1988-89 Support Services Entitlement (line 22 plus line 33) (Whole nuntoer) 091 1,827,484 205,161 95,565 
OTHER ENTITLEMENTS 

35. Nonpublic School Entitlement from P- 2, J-50-NPS: 

a. Coluifi A: EDP 717, Column A wwwwwww 

b. Columns: E0P 717, total of Columns B and C 095 220,920 Al'lU 111 III 

36. Total Special Education Entitlement (sum of lines 5, 27, 34, and 35 ) 099 5,490,474 617,196 ib7,m 



1.71 
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J-SO LflF - RECOMFUTATION OF LOCAL GENERAL PUMP CONTRIBOTIOM 

Purpose: 

This form is part of the combined J-50 SSR/LGF form. The LGF 

section of the form is used to calculate the Local General Fund 
Contribution. 

Data Sources: 

• Fiscal year 1979-80 Recalculated Local General Fund 
Contribution and fiscal year 1979-80 Cost per ADA - from 
State Data Sheet X; and 

• Current Year Revenue Limit ADA - from district business 
office records. 

Data Output; 

The calculated current year Local General Fund Contribution is 
posted to the J-50 NET / ENT and used as a deduction from special 
education entitlements to arrive at J-50 state aid. 

1st Period. 2nd Period and Annual Reports; 

The current year J-50 LGF is computed on the P-l report. If actual 
current year K-12 ADA is less than 1979-80 K-12 ADA (i.e., Line 5 
is less than Line 4), the state will recalculate the LGFC for the 
first, second, and annual reports using ADA data which are 
electronically transferred from your current attendance reports. 
If current year ADA is greater than 1979-80 ADA, LGFC will be 
calculated on 1979-80 ADA, i.e., the recalculated local General 
Fund cost for 1979-80. Therefore, your LGFC will never exceed your 
1979-80 level and will be reduced only if your current year K-12 
ADA is less than your 1979-80 K-12 ADA. 

Data Sheet II; 

The current year ADA estimate (Line 3) and calculated LGFC (Line 
5) are posted to Data Sheet II. These lines can be used as input 
and as check totals in state calculations. However, the usual 
practice of the state is to transfer the current year ADA reported 
by districts for revenue limits into the J-50 Data Base and use 
this information to calculate the LGF contribution. 

common Errors : 

None Reported. 
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j-so net/en t - net state entitlement for districts and county 
offices 



The first page of the J-50 NET/ENT is primarily used to calculate 
deductions from the total special education entitlement computed 
on the J-50 ENT to arrive at Net J-50 State Aid for the LEA (i.e., 
Line 9d) . The deductions are for revenue limit funding generated 
by Special Day Classes, Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance 
entitlement, the district Local General Fund Contribution, County 
taxes and revenues received under Education Code 56713 (for 
districts in certain counties) . 

The second page of the form is used by the SELPA to reconcile the 
federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant and to compute SELPA- 
wide entitlements for Program Specialists, Regionalized Services 
and Low Incidence Funds. The second page also indicates whether 
state apportionments are to be paid to the SELPA, or directly to 
member districts. Districts do not complete page 2, but do provide 
the person at the SELPA who is responsible for completing the form 
with student enrollments (CBEDS count) and low incidence pupil 
counts necessary for completion of the form. County offices must 
also complete longer day and year entitlements. 

Data Sources; 

LEA required: 

• Special Education Entitlement (lines la to lc) - from J-50 
ENT; 

• Special Education Special Day Class ADA - from district 
records ; 

• Special Education Base Revenue Limit Per ADA (K-12) - from 
district records; 

• County office revenue limits from districts - from county 
records; 

• Federal Public Law 94-142 Pupil Counts and Local Assistance 
Entitlement - from the SELPA; 

• STRS Adjustment - from State Data Sheet I; 

• County office excess revenues, Education Code Section 56713, 
if applicable, - from the county office's distribution to its 
districts of the amount displayed on the county office's J- 
50 NET/ENT EDP 342. Note: A list of how the county office 
distributes its excess revenue to its districts must be 
provided to the state. The distribution list allows the 
state to recalculate the district distributions if the state 
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1 



calculates an excess revenue value which is different from 
the value computed by the county office. 

• County taxes - from county office Form o. 
SELPA required: 

• P.L. 94*142 Local Assistance Grant - from state notification; 

• Unduplicated pupil counts - Prior year December P.L. 94-142 
counts and prior year December low incidence pupil counts 
from the report filed; current year December and April counts 
from member districts or from SELP^ management information 
systems ; 

• Total K-12 enrollments - Provided by member districts from 
CBEDS report; and 

• Payment of apportionments to SELPA rather than districts - 
Based on agreement with SELPA governing board. May be used 
if state funding is distributed within SELPA in a manner 
different from J-50 calculations. 

Data output: 

• LEA state aid for special education (line 9d) ; 

• SELPA entitlements for program specialists, regionalized 
services, and low incidence funding; and 

• County office longer day and year. 

lat Period. 2nd Peri od and Annual Report Considerations: 

Unlike a number of the previous forms, however, this form's 
computations are not modified for each reporting period. 
Information posted to the form and used in the calculations will 
change with each reporting period. 

STATE J-SO DATA SHEET II: 

The state collects district Special Day Class ADA and base revenue 
limit per ADA for use in verifying calculations. However, the state 
transfers ADA reported on J-18/19 attendance reports and district 
Revenue Limit Worksheets to the J-50 data base and uses these in 
its calculations. The Federal P.L. 94-142 entitlement and county 
revenue received under Education Code Section 56713 are collected 
and used in state calculations. In addition, county tax-collected 
information is reported. The total special education entitlement 
(l.'ne ld-EDP 321) and state entitlement (line 9a-EDP 340) are 
collected to be used as check figures against state calculations. 

From the second page of the J-50 NET/ENT, unduplicated pupil counts 
and CBEDS enrollments are collected for use in the state's 

VI-65 
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calculation?. The amounts for P.L. 94-142, Program Specialists 
and Regionalized Services , and Low Incidence are collected for use 
as check figures. If EDP 369 (Line 27) has a "1" inserted, member 
district apportionments will be paid to the SELPA Administrative 
Unit. There is no separate breakout of district entitlements on 
Exhibit C if "l" is entered. 

common Errors: 

District prepared: 

1) Line Id (EDP 321, total special education entitlement) is not 
posted to State Data Sheet II. This amount is a key check 
figure used by the state in verifying that they have 
correctly computed your special education entitlement and 
state aid. It is important that this amount be posted to 
Data Sheet II in order to allow later reconciliation with 
apportionment payments from the state. 

2) The ADA for Special Day Classes reported on Line 2a may 
erroneously include ADA for pupils who are not of legal age 
to enroll in kindergarten. ADA may not be claimed until a 
student has reached the legal age to enroll in kindergarten 
(Education Code Section 4800 and Education Code Section 
46100, et seq.) . Thus ADA may not be claimed for infants nor 
for pupils in a preschool program unless they are of legal 
age for enrollment in kindergarten. Inclusion of under-age 
pupils results in an increased demand on revenue limit funds 
and an understatement of demand on J-50 Master Plan funds. 
Cooperation between the J-50 preparer and the attendance 
officers who prepare the J-18/19 attendance reports is 
necessary to be certain that special education ADA is 
properly calculated and reported. The SDC ADA reported on 
the J-18/19 attendance reports is electronically transferred 
to the state's J-50 data base during apportionment processing 
and replaces the ADA reported on the J-50 NET/ENT. 

3) The amount of the Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance 
Entitlement on Line 6 is incorrectly reported. The actual 
district share of the SELPA* s grant amount should be reported 
on this line, unless, of course, the SELPA has not received 
its P.L. 94-142 grant award in time for the preparation of 
the J-50 Report. If the grant award has not been received, 
then the calculation of pupils multiplied by the per pupil 
amount must be performed to estimate the district's share of 
the grant. The state must sum these district shares to 
ensure that the total P.L. 94-142 grant has been reported and 
is therefore being deducted to offset the demand on J-50 
Master Plan funds. The SELPA is also required to provide the 
state with a list of grant amounts and the methodology used 
to establish district level grants so the state may 
recalculate the district level distributions if necessary. 
Each district should obtain the correct amount, as well as 
the distribution methodology, from its SELPA. 

VI-66 1 / ' 



4) When computing J-50 state aid, the LEA does not deduct its 
LGFC, or neglects to reduce the LGFC by the STRS adjustment. 

SELPA prepared: 

5) The P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant amounts reported by 
member districts on page 1 do not add to the total SELPA 
grant for J-50 deduction purpose. To avoid this problem: 1) 
SELPAs must ensure that they provide correct information to 
member districts. The unduplicated pupil count to be used 
is the prior year's federal December count (only ages 3-21). 
NOT-RIS pupils should also be excluded (see lines 12 to 15 
of the form); and 2) SELPAs should file a listing of the 
distribution to member districts showing the methodology used 
with the J-50 reports. 

6) SELPAs do not report pupil counts and /or CBEDS counts on P- 
1 and P-2. Without this information, the entitlements for 
Program Specialists and Regionalized Services cannot be 
computed and paid. The state does not incorporate the 
official December and April pupil counts or the CBEDS counts 
into the J-50 data base until the annual cycle for each 
fiscal year. In the meantime, be sure to collect and report 
estimates of this information. 
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J-50-MET/ENT 

NET STATE ENTITLEMENT FOR DISTRICTS AND COUNTY OFFICES 



1989-90 First Principal 



County Blue Skv 



District Pelf 



Local plan Ar«*_Mhite Cloud 



5.472.199 



617.194 



I 

05 

i.lip, V, 



*-»«P. v, 



Chf». V, 



,350 iW. 



JKQ9L 



audi 



; : 

! EDP 5 Column A 

INSTBICTIONM. WOGRAM EKTITLPtW j N0« > 

1. ». Special Education Entitlement Cor regular iPS unit*, Support Services, and NP3 

(from J-50-ENT, lira 36, EDP 099, Colum A) I 317 

b. Special Education Entitlement for Non-def icited IPS unite, Support Service*, end MPS 
(fro* J-S0-EWT, line 36, EDP 099, Colum B) 319 

c. Special Education Entitlement for Infant IPS units and Support Service* 
(frcM J-S0-ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Colum C) ! 316 ! 2A7.72!» 

d. Total Special Education Entitle**** (line I* plue line lb plus line lei 5 321 i a'w.iie 

e. Ratio of Non-def icited unit entitlement to total regular and Non"def icited entitlement (line lb divided by i 
Mine le plu* line lb) I (rr«u* decimal place*)......... : 324 j ,1014 

3. 14 2. e. Eetimetcd 1969-90 Special Education P-l ADA for Special Day Claeeee (do not Include ADA for nonpublic echoole or J 

County office of Education credited to the district) (Districts Only) (two decimal place*) : 327 

b. Retio of SDC unite operated to SEC unit* allocated" (four decimal places) J 326 

e. Adjusted 1969-90 Special Education ADA for Special Day ClasiM (line 2a divided by line 2b (two decimal places)...! 330 

3. n 3. 1969-90 Be** Revenue Limit Per ADA (district* only) from lone K-12 It-it Lin* E-16d, EDP 115 (two decimal*) ! 329 

4. Special Education Revenue Limit, (line 3 x line 2c.) (Districts Only) (lewis lumber) ! 331 

ctu>. V, 3.16 S. a. Revenue Limit Fund* from District* (County Off lose Only) (ttole number) • i 333 

b. Adjusted Revenue Limit funds from Districts (line 9a divided by line 2b) (ttole nunber) t 334 

j. 13 6. Applicable Federal Fund Contribution. P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Entitlement h ! 

. , a 3283.6511 (us* actual ajrount of the grant if knownr : 

(jecerter 1988 Unduplicated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor) i 335 

7. a. Local General Fund Contribution (from 1989-90, J-50-SSR-LCF, EDP 455) (Districts Only) ! 336 

. 3.H b. SIRS Adjustment (from 1969-90 P-l Data Sheet X, EDP 338) ! 336 

c. Recalculated Local General Fund Contribution (line 7a minus line 7b) (set negjtive value* to aero) (Whole number)..' 337 
<.h». v, ). 1 7 8 , 03^^ special Education Property Tea (County offices Only) (Whole nunber) 5 339 

9. a. Inetructional Progiam StaU Entitlement for District/County Office (line Id minus line* 4, Sb, 6, 7c, and 8) J 340 

, ,,.sb. County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Education Code 56713 (County Office* Only) ! 342 

• c. Revenue received from the Canty Office under the provision of Education Code 56713 (Dietrict* Only) \ 344 

d. Adjusted Instructional Program State Entitlement for District/County Office (line 9a plus line 9b minus line 9c)...; 355 

10. Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement for Non-deficited IPS units ((line 9d minue line lc) times line lei....! 356 

11. Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement for Regular and Infant IPS unite (line 9d minue line 10) '. 356 I l tnn,*?/. 



27Wt« 



0A3LAS5 



Chf. 



330,454 
530.000 



40 666 



593.027 



612, sm. 



N OTE 

a. 

b. 



Use the worksheet on the reverse ot this pege to compute the retio a' L?C units operated to SDE units allocated. 

Do not include Intents or pupils ages 3-4 that do not require Intensive services (not-RlSl In the December count used to gonorato your PL 94»142 Local Assistance 

Entitlement. 
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P~i WORKSHEET FOB OCMVTXN8 RATIO OF SDC UNITS OPERATED TO SDC UNITS ALLOCATED 



Infant and Ages 3-21.11 program are combined on tha J-50 to minimise the number of 
calculations necetury to confute special education entitlement*} however* the inclusion 
of infant programs in the calculation of the ratio need in determining the revenue limit 
deduct is inappropriate because infanta do not generate ADA and revenue limit ftmde. 
The following worksheet follows the methodology used by the state to extract infant units 
from the total SDC unite operated. Non-infant program providers my also use thin 
worksheet by completing only sections 1. 3 and 5. Failure to report all SDC units 
operated on the J-50-IPS will overstate your revenue limit deduct. 



SDC UNITS OPERATED; 

1. Total SDCs operated (includes infant SDCs if any): 



a. Non-severe SDC units operated, J-50-IPS EDP 5100s ?n nn 

b. Severe SDC units operated, J-50-IPS EDP SOBDi zi^bi 

c. Total SDC unite operated, lines a * bi Jtlute — 

2. Less infant SDCs operated: 

d. Infant Non-severe SDC-1 aide, J-50-IPS EDP 5280: n 

e. Infant Non-severe SDC-2 aide, J-50-IPS EDP 530D: 0 

f . Infant Severe SDCe, J-SO-IPS EDP 570O: 2.20 

g. Total Infant SDC unite operated, lines d ♦ e ♦ f : . 

h. Total SDC 3-21.11 units operated, lines o minus g: w>..u\ 



SDC UNITS ALIOCATEDi 

3. Total SDCs allocated (include* infant SDCs if any): 

i. Non-severe SDC unite allocated, J-50-IPS EDP 51 OAs 
j. Severe JDC units allocated, J-50-IPS EDP SQ8A: 
k. Total SDC unite allocated, lines i ♦ J: 

4. Less Infant Units allocated: 

1. Infant SDC-1 allocated, Infant Schedule B, EDP 880B: 
m. Infant SDC-2 allocated, Infant Schedule B, EDP C80C: 
n. Infant SDC-1 transferred in, Infant Schedule B, EDP 896B: 
o. Infant SDC-2 transferred in, Infant Schedule B, EDP 896Ci 
p. Total Infant SDC units allocated, lines 1 ♦ m ♦ n ♦ o: 

q. Total SDC 3-21.11 unite allocated, lines k minus p: 



RATIO 

5. Ratio of SDC units operated to allocated: 

Infant and 3-21,11 program providers divide line h by line q: 

I' only 3-21.11 programs are provided, divide line c by line ki 1.0200 

If thiii ratio ie greater than 1.0000 transfer it to the 
J-50-NET/ENT EDP 328, if less than or equal to 1.0000, 
transfer 1.0000. 

(NET-EW.Pl) Worksheet 
(Rev. 09-89) 



19,05 



43.70 



1.00 



1.20 
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J-50-SVT EVf Ivnftt mwll 

«mtn \n srm u*rtTM>iCT5 ft* 
srm UfOMsiBATivx units vo awn umcis <x ujucatign 



IW-90 first Priia t|M| 



Blm> Skv 



Oiitr let 



Ujcel PI 4n Area 



While Cloud 



12 wow 24 *ust « omxTED w me ma wiwinmmT gtll g*3 

Clfff»UTATI(JH or PL 94-142 UTAL ASSISTANCE <JvV*T ft* J-W KSMTTlNO 

V, j w 20 12. 1969 PL 94-142 Loral UniUnct Of mt to your SOU ! I™ 

Clin V. J»21 *>• toul wrt*r of J and 4 yur old tot-ftlS FMpilt in Omter 1966 fMPU count ! J7i 

* 1 v 1 14. Pi 94-142 fundi for 1-4 year old %*-«IS ftftlfl Hint 13 t S26).6SiH A * 
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: to, : out* a 



year old <tot-ftlS f**?ilv nine u ■ ?*vj>o?ii ±« 

15. srLPVt Pi 94-142 grant Mount for J-50 reporting furpote* Hint 12 tunus line 141 



|i.M lyiptMT, FWD , 
I lip, V, J, 24 - I. Himftvr officii* i4w qualify for low incidence funding .... 

J4. U* trrideri:* tnt it lervnt . lino 2 J euHiplied by »36).0t9J. 
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LINE 25 StXlD K ttlfUHD BY TIC CDLKTY OFT ICC CWLY. 
25. ToUl Icm^or 4iy longer year incentive for County Office* U-40-DW. lino Ut. 



LINK 26 SOLID 6C rrrf>UTO) BV THE gajjp .OfTfCI »V€> flC SflJA IBHtSISTOATIVf I^IT. 
26. Net sure Intitlenent for Special education (tit* of line* 9tf, 22. 24 and 25» 



2?. WTO T IF W*J KW TIC TOTAL APfOTT K YtCTS ALL ENTITIES FN THE SO#A 
HM* DIRflTLY TO n* AU RAThf* THVi TO MCH IttHVlOUAL OWPATIM3 fcMHTV 



rim \j \ ) J ,6 ' Ettipwied Decoder 1969 Special (duration Unr**?l icatod Htopi I Count «7 

i.up. v f i^rf |? EglUMfca | oecerter 1969 *ge* 1-1 **-*IS tJntk/pl icated Pupil Qurt ; 

16. fat united itofctplicated Piapi I Count used to generate Proqran Special tat. Regional nod Services Pundt 

Mine 16 mxnm line Pi ' 174 I 

Clip, V, 1,23 19. Ten percent of total CWTJS S-12 enrolleont. October 1969 fir** CBtDB School Irxforeotion for* ■ Ml [ 

jo. Proura* **cialitte Entit lejivnt : Tho letaer of line* 16 and 19 euit iplied by S6J.0J76 IBcurd to a ^rwle nxiaeri * Kl : 

21. PeqinnalKeil Servicet Mitlennt; Tt» letter of Imet t6 and 19 lultiplied by 9)6,6169 itani to a Uclc nuv«vr» : 361 

22. Total for Prrxjrap 9|«cialittt and Regional lied Service*: Sun of lineo 20 plut 21 ' 



166 

$67 1 
169 



56 7,102 
— 1 IIP 



2100 



~TftKT7T 



as 



HfW — 



;,/HS t 0lH 



c. Sum PL 94-142 Iwal Assittanre fund* re*'eiv«d for pre*:hoolert 4re not to be detlurtcd in calculating J-W entit liwnti . the value whi' h you 
Kuft t trf»j«iNi im lnw 15 it the arwtf of PL 94-U2 l/x-al Aatlttanre Grant Uti< h ahnuld be iia^) for the fUffDfte of the J-50 PL 94-14J -le<lui t 
\HV f.»h Vl-unntMrive t'nit of a nj| 1 1 %t r n't m<f>\ nx* **m\t a litt deUi I inq b»th I he i»! hnJ ii**l « •» «li %t r lUit e and l»w litt r lUil urn 

• »f IN? .in«y>t i mi luv |S In th* ««i.*ri of in SfLP*. The the valtvt routed in rl* MS by all Slli*^ m-if-n nut ^jikit lint? I5>. F->r 

n » - .••••.li \n. rrf»f In II* 4 i>wmI Inst r 1 * I titfit , J-50-srf tVT. 

t if > n i. «le S*it,.*i S#iii:*i S «^fir^« i»lef*#? di*iftti t it I?* at hearing, vition, ami tev-»r* nrthr^p-ln" •PfHiiinerit t or ^ny r, r fh ln *t urf> of tho\»» 

ii«»iii-eiif « Ai.ttr (n.)ly. >»ily Ihose pf>ili «^mnt«l in >«»u UKeptei |986 ur»K4>t irat^l paii | roiga in the » tl^ir i-t of kiril of tw^rifuj. d^af. 
mumH) »M'tl> im* I 'ii»hir-li« al ly ir|i«w«l ur ilraf 111 ml thinl'l fcr u.i#ii to calfulal • y»u iwuleni-e f»ifidinq. t ie y»»ir I<m irti-lenre 
pi.i if l«r..i m .ofhfnl v > I I y .»n t hr infill -if |ifo 1^ m lt+ previurtly 1 1 tied «'att*^ir irn. tN»*e f«w*** f«y !*• »«"d f»>r any <-hi M t»evt inq the 
; if* i Irit m , 1 1 1 »* 1 1 .1 ir-^ii||"ii i if hn • Umi! if .it inn (Hi t he onfcf 1 1> 4t **d |<a^i I cmi . 

\ *l " in itui r if l«l nf.«p-J tU«t ih»» 'illi'r^ T»»»ul S|m nl bhiatii«i SI lie Fnt it l«ment will hp annit im^l !•> Ih»» AW rather trwn br»*en out prm i»W 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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# 




I 

H 
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ERIC 




PARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
3'50'NET/ENT (Rev. 3-89) 



cum/ slue sky 

INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM ENTITLEMENT 



NET STATE ENTITLEMENTkH DISTRICTS AMD COUNTY OFFICES 
District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 




Local Plan Area White Cloud 

EDP 
NO. 



1. a. Special Education Entitlement for regular IPS units, Support Services, and NPS 

(from J 50 ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Cot urn A) 

b. Special Education Entitlement for Non def icited IPS units, Support Services, and NPS 
(from J-50'ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Column B) 

c. Special Education Entitlement for Infant IPS units and Support Services 
(from J-50 ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Colum C) 

d. Total Special Education Entitlement (line la plus line lb plus line 1c) 

e. Ratio of Non def icited unit entitlement to total regular and nondeficited entitlement {line lb divided by 
(line la plus line lb)) (four decimal places) 

2. a. 1988*89 Special Education P-2 ADA for Special Day Classes (do not include ADA for non public schools or County 

Office of Education credited to the district) (districts only) (tuo decimal places) 

b. Ratio of SDC wits operated to SDC units allocated (four decimal places) 

c. Adjusted 1988-89 Special Education ADA for Special Day Classes (line 2a divided by line 2b) (ti*o decimal places) 

3. 1988-89 Total Revenue Limit Per ADA (districts only) from Form K ■ 12 (P'2) Section F, line 16d ( EDP 115 (Two decimals) 

4. Special Education Revenue Limit, (line 3 x 2c.) (districts only) (Whole nunter) 

5. a. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (counties only) (Whole number) 

b. Adjusted Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (line 5a divided by line 2b> (whole rxi*er) 

6. Applicable Federal Fund Contribution. P.L. 94H2 Local Assistance Entitlement 

0 x $293.0350 (use actual amoivrt of the grant if known) 

(December 1987 Undupl icated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor) 

7. a. Local General Fund Contribution (from 1988-89 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-SSR/LGF, EDP 455) (districts only) 

b. STRS Adjustment (from 1988 89 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-NET/ENT, EDP 338) 

c. Recalculated Local General Fund Contribution (line 7a minus line 7b) (set negative values to iero) (whole nurtocr) 
B. County Special Education Property Tax (counties only) (whole number) 

9. a. Instructional Program State Entitlement for district/county office (line 1d minus lines 4, 5b, 6, 7c, and 8) 
b. County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Education Code 56713 (counties only) 

i. Revenue received f/om the county under the piovision of I due ill ion Code 56715 (districts only) 

*i Adjusted lnsliuiticjri.il Pioyium St.ito ( nt 1 1 Uhm-iiI for cfiiti 11 t/cotmty office (line 9d Plus line 9b minus line Vc) 

10. Adjusted Special fcducat ion Program fcnt itlefnent for Mondefuited IPS units Uline°d minus line 1c) times linelcj 

11. Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement fur Regular and Infant IPS units (line 9d minus lin* 10) 



Colum A 



317 5,490,474 



319 


Ol f, IT© 


318 


267,725 


321 


6,375,395 


324 


0.1011 


327 


370.00 


328 


4 f\OOL 


330 


361 ,Ot 


329 




331 


ttQ, Itp 


333 


u 


334 


u 


335 


330,454 


336 


530,000 


338 


40, 000 


jji 


490,000 


339 


0 


340 


4,559,743 


342 


0 


344 


60.000 


5SS 


4,499, /<.! 


3S6 


1,27, as/ 


1S8 


4.071.886 


184 



CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
J 50 NET/ENT (Rev. 3-89) 



J-50-NET/EMT 
OTHER NET STATE ENTIUEHENTS FOR 
SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS AND COUNTY OFFICES OF EDUCATION 



Second Peine If. 



County BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

LINES 12 THROUGH 24 MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT ONLY 

COMPUTATION OF PL94-142 LOCAL ASSISTANCE GRANT FOR J -50 REPORTING: 

12. 1988 PL 94-142 Local Assistance Grant to your SELPA 

13. Total number of 3 and 4 year old Non-RIS pupils in December 1987 pupil Count 

14. PL 94-142 funds for 3-4 year old Non-RIS (line 13 x 293.0350) 

15. SELPA'S PL 94-142 grant amount for J-50 reporting purposes (line 12 minus line 14) 



Local Plan Area White Cloud 

EDP Column A 
NO. 



370 0 

371 0 

372 0 

373 0 



I 



PROGRAM SPECIALIST AND REGIONALIZED SERVICES FUNDS 

16. Estimated December 1988 Special Education Unduplicated Pupil Count 

17. Estimated December Ages 3-4 Non-RIS Unduplicated Pupil Count 

18. Estimated Unduplicated Pupil Count used to generate Program Specialist/Regionalized Services Funds 
(line 16 minus line 17) 

19. Ten percent of total CBEDS K 12 enrollment, October 1988 from CBEDS School Information Form 

20. Program Specialists Entitlement: The lesser of lines 18 and 19 multiplied by S60.2425 (Round to a whole nunfeer) 

21. Regionalized Services Entitlement: The lesser of linos 18 and 19 multiplied by $34.2287 (Round to a whole nuitoar) 

22. Total for Program Specialists and Regionalized Services: Sum of lines 20 plus 21 



357 
362 

374 
359 
361 
363 
365 



0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



LOW INCIDENCE FUND 

23. Number of pupils who qualify for low incidence funding 

24. low Incidence Entitlement: line 23 multiplied by 1378.3783 



364 
366 



0 
0 



LINE 25 SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY I HE COUNTY OFFICE ONLY 

25. Total longer day/longer year incentive for county offices (J 50 DYR, line 1i) 



368 



UNE 26 SHOULD BE COMPLEIED BY I HE COUNIY OfflCE AND I HE SEL.'X ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT 

.'ft. kct Statf f nt 1 1 1 tiHont toi Special tdutation (mjti of I ine* 9<J, 22, 24 and 2b) 



167 4,499,743 
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ERIC 
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J £6 
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J-50 DATA SHEET lit 



The Data Sheet II is the primary J-50 data collection form. All 
J-50 worksheets are not submitted to the state; therefore, the 
state must rely upon the data transferred from the J-50 worksheets 
and collected on the Data Sheet II to enter each providers 
operating data into the state's data base. All of the calculations 
necessary to compute J-50 entitlements are performed by the state 
against this data base, and for this reason it is not necessary for 
the state to collect most of your calculated worksheet data. To 
assist the state in verifying the accuracy of the data collected 
and calculated by the state, certain check numbers from the locally 
computed entitlements are requested on the J-50 Data Sheet II. 

Data Sources: 

As you reviewed the J-50 entitlement calculations in Chapter 7, the 
data to be transferred from each form to the Data Sheet II was 
summarized. Data to be transferred are also indicated by heavily 
outlined cells on the J-50 forms. 

1st Period and 2nd Period Reports; 

The Data Sheet II is used as the primary collection device for the 
first period and second period reports. The Data Sheet II is not 
utilized for the annual report. 

common Errors: 

1) Decimals and whole values are not properly reported. Data 
reported on the J-50 Data Sheet II are expressed as either 
whole or two-decimal value numbers. Where a two-decimal 

value is required, the cell will appear as . 

Otherwise, a whole number is required and the cell will 

appear as . If, for example, 4.5 is reported in a 

two-decimal value field, only .45 will be recorded in the 
state's data base. This example would be properly reported 
as 4.50. Conversely, if 4.5 is reported in a whole number 
field, 45 will be recorded in the state's data base. This 
example is properly reported as 5. Care must be exercised 
in properly reporting whole and decimal values to avoid data 
errors . 

2) Allocations of units and units transferred do not agree with 
the Schedule B. The transfer of information from the 
Schedule Bs to the Data Sheet II should be reviewed to ensure 
that all required data are transferred and correct. 
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J SU-OSI I (Rev. 09 84) 



J W OAlA ihUI II 



im HI f M A Pruicitul 



COUNlVi 
LPA: 

DISIRICI: 
SELPA CODE s 



fORH 



JWIPA 
(SCH. 8) 

•J50-IPA 
(SCH. 8) 

J50-LPA 
(SCH. 8) 

I HF LPA 
(SCH. 8) 

•INF-IPA 
(SCH. 8) 

iNf-lPA 
(SCH.B) 



JSO-ALC 



JW-UF 



JSO'LGF 



JbO IPS 



J'.O IH5 



Blue Sky 
White Cloud 

Delta Unified 



COP 
NO. 



980 
992 
996 
880 
892 
896 
599 
4SI 



Ml 



COLUMN A 



2 00 



12000. 00 



4W S30000.00 



14. 00 



9 25 



! COLUMN a 


• • • 

! . COLUMN C J COLUMN 0 \ COLUMN E 
! 1 • 


j COLUMN f 


! 34.75 


8 I • 
• 1 1 

! 3.45 I .; 20. 10 


! 16 00 




! : • 




! 1 . 30 


! 1 ■ 
• • • 

: : : 

! 1 • 


J .60 


; 1 ,00 


• • • 

1 ' 1 


i 60 




' « 1 

! • • 
' • i 


■ • 




! 1 " • 
' i i 

: i 




• 20,00 ! 


• i i 

• • i 


• 




• i t 

• i i 
i • i 
i i • 






* • • 
« • i 
i i • 
« i i 
# • i • 






i i i 
« • i 

• i 

• • i 

• i i 






• • i 
i i i 

• i • 

• • i 

• • i 





• AU (SELPA- level) data only 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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COUNTY : §!«e_S kj£. 



DISTRICT:.. De Ua Unified 



SMJ'A: White Cloud 



< 

H 
I 



FORK 



J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
J50-1PS 
J50-IPS 



GDP 
NO. 
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IP 



500 
503 
505 
509 
507 
502 
504 
506 
526 
528 
530 
546 
532 
548 
560 
562 
564 
56b 
S/u 



• 1 

• • 

QDUH4 A 1 OOUfM B ! COLUMN C 

• • 

• i 


• 

I OTMlMM ft 1 tfYU JMkJ E» 1 /V\f 1 lAl is * rw\a * iai . • . . 

u iwixrw b QOLLfW r ODLLMN i# OOUfM II 

: : : : ■ 


• i 
i i 




: : 


; ; t , J 
• • • • ; 


• i 
i i 

*i * •••••••• 


• • • i : 


• 

# ft •••••••••••• 


: : : : 


• • 


; J ; « . ! 


• • 


1 1 ■ • ! 


• t 
i | 


! ! 1 • • 


i • 
• i 


1 ■ • i 

4 65 : : : 


i 

• • 


• ■ • ! 


• • • < 

• t i 


• , i • ••*•••• 

1 • ■ 

: 


* • i 

• * i 


! : : : 


• • • i 

• • i 

• » i 


• i 
a ! ' ' ' 


• • • i 

• • i 
1 • • 


■ a 


• • • 

• • • 


: : 


• » • 


: : : > 


• • i 

• • • 


; * • 

• i 


• • ~ ~. • « 

i i ' . 


* • • • 


* * i 


i 20 : : 



00 MOT REPORT ZEROS ON THE J -SO DATA SHEET II 



933,000; 167,000. 119,000 

190 



DtSimCfi Delta y_n*£**d w »» ,,e c l° u £. 



HORN 



J50-IPS 
JSO-IPS 
J50-1PS 
J50-IPS 
J50-IPS 
JSO-EXI 
J50-EX1 
J50-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
J50-EXI 
J50-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSO-EXI 
JSOEXl 
JSO-kXl 




S?2 
571 
576 
578 
580 
521 
529 
534 
535 
SSi 
603 
5S1 
555 
563 
569 
584 
589 
602 

sea 



i OLUMN A 



30 



14 



2 00 



COLUMN 8 



COLUMN C 



32 
3A 



50 



59,800 



5 C6 7,600> 



00 • 



67 



24,587 



I 

I 



I 



COLUMN D 



30 



96 



1 00 



30 



130 



18 .00 



3 .00 



COLUMN E 



9. 00 
1 00 



32 .00 



5 .00 



COLUMN f 



3. 00 



4 9.466 



4,834 



5 33 



1.00. 

173,5 52 
34 ,623 



00 NOT REPORT ZEROS ON J-50 DATA SHEET II 

191 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



rfliiMlVt Blu e Sky D I ^ i k I I ; Delta .Unified 



I has White Cloud 



FORM 



J50-CXI 
J50-EXI 

jso-Exr 
jso-ex? 

J50-EXT 
J50-EXT 
J50-EXJ 
JSOEXt 
J50-EXT 
J50-EXT 
J50-NPS 
JSO-NPS 
JSO-NPS 
J50-NPS 
JSO-NPS 
JSO-NPS 
••• JSO-OVR 
••• JSO-OVR 
••• JSU uiH 
• • • , , . »» 



EOP 
NO. 



6S0 
654 
6SS 
664 
66S 
669 
670 
678 
679 
680 

701 

70 J 

709 

711 

716 

717 

101 

107 

: ir> : 

• » 



COLUMN A 



30 



12 



2.00 



14 



19.68 



345.040 



24,680 



220,920 



COLUMN 8 



COLUMN C 



3.00 ! 



.e^ 

22,359 



I 
I 

i 
i 



1. 16 ; 



1. 16 



23,200 ; 18,560 



1 .200 



15,207 



1,200 



16,570 



I 

I 
• 
I 

l 
l 



COLUMN U 



COLUMN E 



COLUMN f 



••• County Office d«ta only 



00 MOf REPORT ZEROS ON THE J-SO DATA SHEET II 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



COUNlY: B * ue Sk y 



,,; fN|l Delta Unified 



i PA: White Cloud 



FORM 



J5QENI 
J50-ENI 
J50-ENI 
JSQ-ENI 
JS0-EN1 
J50-NE I 
•J50 NEI 
•JSO-NE I 
'JSO-NE S 
JSO-NE F 
•JSO-NEI 
JSO-NE f 
•J50NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
'JSO-NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
•JSO-NEI 
•JSO NE I 
•JSO Nt I 
•JSU Ht I 




EOF 
NO. 



06S 
067 
0/9 
08S 
089 
321 
327 
329 
3)3 
3 IS 
3)9 
340 
344 
)>0 
371 
37) 
)S7 
3t>2 
3S9 
JO 1 ) 
Jo4 
ihO 
10 I 

in 



COLUMN A I I.OLUNN 8 

I 



^j.PlOjgU .I 7 §^63 4 

I ***** 

„ J.oo.i • 

hllhlli 91 » 89 7 i 



1,131,139 201,623 



635, 2 3 j 1 13.263 ! 
6, 357 , lid 



_3 50. 00 



2750. 00 



330, 454 



A, 590 , 6871 
60,000! 



5_6 7 , 30 2; 
80| 



544 ,6 1ft 



85^ 



2 ,ooo; 

19 7, 7 1 o; 

100 

36 , 309 



COLUMN C 



_30 ,800 

iiiiiiiiiiii 

16,062 
141,359 



79,502 



COLUMN D. 



COLUMN E 



COLUMN V 



AU (SELPA level) data only 



District data only 



County ON ice data only 



J 94 



00 NOT REPORT ZEROS ON THE J-5 




SHEET II 
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CAI IfORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT Of EDUCATION 

COUNTY: BLUE SKY 

LPA: White Cloud 

DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 



J 50DATA SHEET II 



Second Principal 



Page 3 



LPA COOE: 



FORM 


EDP 
NO. 


COLUMN A 


COLUMN 6 


COLUMN C 


J50- LPA 


982 


2.00 


34.75 


3.45 


•J50LPA 


993 








J50LPA 


99S 




1.30 




INF LPA 






1.00 


1.20 


•INF 'LPA 










INF LPA 










J50 ALC 


596 




20.00 


4.65 


J50 IPS 


511 








J50IPS 


513 









COLUMN E 
20.10 



0.20 



COLUMN t 
16.00 

0.60 
0.60 



J 



Page 4 

COUNTY: BLUE SKY DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SELPA: Whits Cloud 
EDP 

FORH NO. COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C COLUMN D COLUMN E COLUMN F COLUMN C COLUMN 

J50IPS 500 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ............. 2.00 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••• 

J50IPS 503 •«••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 20.00 ••••••••••« 

J50IPS 505 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ............. ••••••••••••• ••••••••••• 

J50IPS 509 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ............. ••••••••••••• ............. ••••••••••• 

J50IPS 507 ••••••••••••• ............. ............. 20.M ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••< 

J50- IPS 502 ............. ••••••••••••• 

J50IPS 504 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ............. 20.OO ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 

J50IPS 506 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ............. 4.65 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 

J50IPS 526 ••••••••••••• ............. ............. ............. ••••••••••< 

J50IPS 528 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 2.00 ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 

J50 IPS 530 •••••••••••• • • ••••••••••••• •••••••• 

J50 IPS 546 •••••••• • •••• ••••••••••••* ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •»••••••••< 

J50 IPS 532 ** • 0.70 0.20 ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••< 

J50 IPS 548 •••••••••••• 1.30 0.60 ••••• •••••••• • •••..••••••••••••< 

j50 IPS 560 2,261,465 173,801 30,801 

J50 IPS 562 • • " * •** " 

J50 IPS 564 ••• 1 00 1.00 M " * **"* ' 

j50 IPS 566 2 00 1.20 * ••••••< 

J50IPS 570 «3.° 00 167 ' 000 " 9 '°°° 

1 PC 



9 

ERIC 



Page 5 

COUNH j Bint SKY DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIS1RICT SELPA: White Cloud 

fcDI' 

HJKM NO. COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F 

J50 IPS 572 •••••••••.*•• ............. 34 i75 ............. ••••••••••••• ............. 

J501PS 574 ............. ............. 35,00 ............. *...**..***.. ............. 

J50 IPS 576 -■■*■■■■■■•■• ••••••••••••• 46,800 .•••••••••••••••••••.••••••*..••..••... 

J50 IPS 578 ............. ............. 70,850 ••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••*•••...* 

J50 IPS 580 ............. ••••••••••••• ************* ************* ............. 

J50 NPS 701 19.68 1.16 1.16 ************* ************* 

J50NPS 703 345,040 23,200 18,560 ••••••••••*•• ************* ************* 

J50NPS 709 6 •••••••..*... ************* ************* 

J50 NPS 711 24,680 ************* ************* 

J50 NPS 716 1,200 1,200 ••••••••••••• ************* ************* 

J50NPS 717 220,920 15,207 16,570 ••••••••••••• ************* ************* 

•••J50 OYR 101 •••••••*•♦••• ************* ************* ************* 

•••J50 DYR 107 ••••••••••••• ************* ************* ************* 

•••J50 OYR 115 ..••••*•••••• ************* ************* ************* ************* 

•••J50 OYR 121 ............. ************* ************* ************* ************* 

J50ENT 065 2,310,931 178,635 30,801 ••••••••••*•• ************* ************* 

J50 ENT 069 ••••••••••••• ************* ************* 

J50 ENI 062 ************* ************* 

J50 ENT 066 ************* 

in? 



COUNTY: BLUE SKY 



FORM 


NO. 


COLUMN A 


J50ENT 


079 


1,192,252 


J50ENT 


085 


1,131,139 


JSO'ENT 


082 




J50ENT 


089 


635,232 


J50NET 


321 


6,375,395 


•J50NET 


327 


370.00 


•J50-NET 


329 


2,750,00 


•J50NET 


333 




J50NET 


335 


330,454 


•J50NET 


339 




J50-NET 


340 


4,559,743 


•JSONEI 


344 


60,000 


• J50 NET 


357 




•J50NET 


362 




•j50 NET 


359 




•J50NET 


365 




*J50 NET 


369 
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DISTRICT: DELTA UNIMEO SCHOOL DISTRICT SELPA: White Cloud 



COLUMN B 
91,898 
201,623 

113,263 



COLUMN C 
16,063 
141,359 

79,502 



COLUMN D 



COLUMN E 



COLUMN f 



l rs& 





CALIFORNIA STATE 
DEPARTMENT Of EDUCATION 
DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE CERTIFICATION 
(Rev. 03/B9) 



Second Principal 



DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE 
CERTIFICATION FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION 



Pago 7 



COUNTY: BLUE SKY DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT S£LPA: ^ iXe CU)ud 

Failure to con*>lete the following certification will resuii in the return of these reports and may cause a delay of 
your apportionment. 



TO THE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS: 

I hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge 
and belief, the figures and information on these 
reports reflect the actual operation of Special 
Education Programs for the period indicated. 



Signature: 
Name: 



Title: 

District: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

i>.ite: .._.„ 



TO THE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 

I hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge 
and belief, the figures and information on these 
reports reflect the actual operation of Special 
Education Programs for the period indicated. 



Signature:. 
Name: 



Title: 



County: BLUE SKY 
Date: 



Any inquiries concerning this report should be 
directed to: (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE) 

NAME: 

Telephone No. < _ > 
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VII. ENSURING RECEIPT OF FUNDS TO WHICH 
A SELF* OR AN LEA XS ENTITLED 



The J-50 serves as the basis for SELPA and LEA entitlements from 
the state. The J-50 also delineates the specific administration 
of state special education policy to SELPAs and LEAs. It describes 
which programs and services will be funded, what quantities of 
service will be funded, and the relative proportions of program 
operation which are eligible for funding. 

This chapter is intended to help LEAs carry out the state policy 
priorities embodied in the J-50, and to help LEAs use the report 
as a management tool. The methods described in this chapter are 
designed to assist LEAs in ensuring that the J-50 Report they 
complete will ensure that they receive the level of funding for 
which they are entitled. 



REPORTING ALL OPERATIONS 

Regardless of whether an LEA is allocated units, the units will not 
be funded unless they are both operated and reported. In LEAs 
where the person completing the J-50 does not communicate 
effectively with the special education program offices, a variety 
of operations may be overlooked and not reported. 

Even if an operated unit was not allocated and is unfunded, it 
should still be reported. If other LEAs within a SELPA do not take 
advantage of their full allocation, funding may be available from 
within the SELPA for otherwise unfunded units. As well, by 
reporting all units operated, the LEA can ensure that the units 
which garner the most state aid are the ones which are funded. 
This assumes that the J-50 FRZ was aligned according to the 
intentions of the LEA. 

This is particularly important when an LEA operates SDC programs 
which exceed their allocations. Because the revenue limit income 
from the SDC average daily attendance (ADA) is deducted from the 
special education entitlement, it is critical that unfunded SDC 
units which are operated by an LEA be reported. The revenue limit 
income from these SDC units operated in excess of al locations wil3 
be deducted if they are not reported. In order to illustrate this 
point, the following generally describes the issues. If an LEA 
operated 10 SDCs, but was only funded and allocated 9 SDCs, 
approximately 10 percent of the LEA's ADA should not be included 
with the revenue limit deduction of the special education 
entitlement. However, this adjustment would only be made if the 
LEA reported its full operations . This phenomenon is discussed 
further in the following pages. 
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USING ALL ALLOCATED AIDES 



While an LEA should not employ and request funding for aides which 
are not needed, there are reasons to carefully consider fully using 
resources allocated to an LEA* 

One reason to fully use all aides allocated is that, if the LEA is 
reducing its number of aides as a cost-cutting measure, the LEA 
may lose more state aid than it saves in salary and benefit costs. 
By reducing its number of aides, an LEA will forgo not only the 
aide unit rate, but the accompanying support services revenue as 
well. In any case, however, pupil needs must be the key determinant 
of the aides and units operated by an LEA. 



CHOICE OF INSTRUCTIONAL SETTINGS 

LEAs have some influence over instructional settings both as 
special education services are provided and as they are reported 
for reimbursement. This section discusses the impact of the choice 
of instructional settings upon funding eligibility. 

Unfunded Units 

LEAs and SELPAs which operate IPS units in excess of the number 
funded have a choice as to which units can be reported as unfunded 
on the J-50 Report. Generally, choosing to report SDC units as 
unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units, can be to the LEA's or 
SELPA's financial advantage. The reason for this is that, for 
pupils enrolled in SDCs, the special education state aid 
entitlement is reduced by the ADA revenue limit amount for that 
pupil. This is not true for RSP and DIS pupils. Thus, an LEA or 
SELPA can avoid offsetting its state aid entitlements by reporting 
SDC units as unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units. Again, it is 
important to note that an LEA must work with the SELPA to ensure 
that its units are aligned on the J-50 FRZ. It may be helpful to 
discuss one exception to this deduction for SDC ADA revenue limits. 
For low-incidence itinerant programs (deaf, blind, deaf-blind, and 
orthopedically handicapped programs) , which are operated and 
allocated/ funded as SDCs, the ADA is not deducted from the special 
education entitlement. In accordance with Education Code 56364.1, 
ADA for pupils served in these programs shall be claimed as regular 
ADA and not as SDC ADA. 

Subcap Levels 

An overall cap permits state special education funding for no more 
than 10 percent of a SELPA's total K-12 pupil enrollment exclusive 
of LCI, preschool, and infant pupils. Additionally, state funding 
formulas limit SELPAs to no more than 2.8 percent of total pupil 
enrollment in SDCs, no more than 4.0 percent receiving RSP 
services, and no more than 4.2 percent in DIS programs. Note that 
these limits apply to entire SELPAs and need not hold for 
individual LEAs within multi-LEA SELPAs. 
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The cap and the subcaps implicitly indicate state policy both for 
the overall number of students eligible for special education 
programs and for their distribution between program types, waivers 
from the California Department of Education have normally been 
granted for SELPAs to exceed one or more of the subcaps, given that 
the justification provided warrants the exception. 

NONPUBLIC 8CH00LS 

With the 100 percent reimbursement for LCI nonpublic school 
placements, it is important for a SELPA and/or an LEA to implement 
an effective system of tracking LCI pupils. Related services' 
costs, which may include transportation under certain 
circumstances, as well as assessment costs can also be captured for 
LCI nonpublic school placements. 



LCI PUPILS 

In addition to the issues listed above, tracking LCI pupils can 
benefit a SELPA and/or an LEA in other ways. IPS units funded and 
operated with LCI pupils can be reported as non-def icited units. 
This allows a SELPA and/or an LEA to generate the full entitlement, 
even if the state experiences a shortfall resulting in a deficit 
for special education programs. The CDE's Questions and Answers 
document details methods of calculating non-def icited units. 

In the past, SELPAs qualifying as LCI-impacted (LCI pupils 
exceeding 3 percent of the unduplicated pupil count) have been able 
to apply for waivers to retain units subject to recapture and to 
request additional growth units. In most years funds have also 
been available to SELPAs on an fjmergency c*id basis for new LCIs 
opening after the beginning «t the fiscal year. These LCI 
emergency grants are available through an application process. 
Each of these issues demonstrates the importance of tracking LCI 
pupils and reporting them as appropriate. 



EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAMS 

The funding for extended year programs varies significantly from 
that for the regular school year. First, allocations for extended 
year classes are based on the enrollment of pupils, with seven 
pupils being the divisor for SH programs and eleven pupils the 
divisor for NSH programs. It is also important to note that for 
every three SDCs, an LEA generates a DIS unit for the extended year 
program. Aide allocations are different also. An LEA may claim 
up to two aides per SDC for SH programs. However, funding is based 
on the lesser of allocations or operations, consistent with the 
regular year J-50 methodology. 
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Funding for the SH programs is based on the LEA unit rates and the 
NSH support service ratio prorated only by the number of days the 
extended year program is operated. Ncn-SH programs, however, 
receive only 60 percent of their unit rates and 50 percent of the 
support service ratio funds. This reduction for non-SH programs 
makes it critical that an LEA correctly ascertain whether a class 
is SH or NSH. 

The full funding for SH programs may serve to encourage LEAs to 
operate the average of two aides per SDCs in order to more 
effectively serve pupils. Operating DIS programs during extended 
year can also be advantageous to an LEA within the SH program by 
expanding the programmatic resources while generating the 
additional revenue. In addition, an LEA should carefully review 
allocations and operations to ensure that units are not reported 
in excess of allocations for SDCs while DIS units are reported as 
not operated. 



PROGRAM SPECIALIST/REGIONALIZE D SERVICES 

Education Code Section 56780 describes the functions to be included 
within regionalized services. However, Education Code Section 
56781 notes that funds for regionalized services including program 
specialist funds may be used for program specialists/regionalized 
services as defined in Education Code Section 56220 (c; , and/or for 
IPS units in excess of allocations. The third item, excess IPS 
units, may be particularly helpful to some SELPAs and/or LEAs. 



FEDERAL PUBLIC LAW 94-142 FUNDING 

P.L. 94-142 requires the assurance that funding under the federal 
act does not supplant state or local funds, but rather is used to 
supplement these sources. Enacted in 1975, the federal law 
provides additional funds for handicapped children. Under Master 
Plan funding and as applied through the J-50 formula, the federal 
funds are deducted from the special education entitlement. The 
state has effectively argued that this does not supplant state 
funds, as funding for special education in California has increased 
dramatically since 1975 and certainly by a much greater amount than 
the funding provided under P.L. 94-142. 

For each LEA, however, the issue of supplanting remains, and it is 
important that the use of federal funds be tracked. It is not 
necessary to maintain a separate fund or accounting code, just some 
methodology for identifying expenditures made from the federal 
monies. This is normally a simple task when one considers that any 
services and/or programs added after fiscal year 1979-80 can be 
included within the definition of supplementing. Fiscal year 
1979-80 is also important because it served as the base year for 
Master Plan and the deduction of P.L. 94-142 funds from the state 
special education entitlement began after that year. 
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Although tracking federal funds will not generate additional income 
for an LEA, it nay assist an LEA in retaining iederal funds if an 
audit requires justification that the P.L. 94-142 funds were used 
to supplement resources rather than supplant them. 



COST CONTAINMENT 

Each of the prior areas has focused on generating additional income 
or retaining funds. This section addresses expenditures and notes 
areas for program and business personnel to review for possible 
savings. 

One of the first areas to review is whether operations exceed 
allocations. This is pertinent for IPS units and aide hours. 
Program administrators should creatively review all options 
available prior to starting new programs which exceed allocations. 
LEAs may need to review local procedures in implementing Title 5 
eligibility criteria and ensure that IEP Teams are well trained in 
the legal parameters and are equitable in their application of 
criteria. 

One example of maximizing existing resources is to carefully 
consider Education Code Section 56363 which states that designated 
instruction and services (DIS) shall be available when those 
services are necessary for the pupil to benefit educationally from 
his or her instructional program. In addition, the code continues 
by stating that the DIS program may be provided by a regular class 
teacher, special class teacher, and/or a resource specialist if the 
individual is competent to deliver the services and delivery is 
feasible. Utilizing existing staff in this manner may be 
financially prudent, while also reducing the amount of time pupils 
are pulled out of their regular instructional program. 
Implementing these provisions may also be consistent with the 
regular education initiative and reforius being considered 
currently. 

Program administrators should also carefully review their 
allocation of aide hours. It may be possible to keep some hours 
more flexible by "pooling" some time, rather than assigning each 
special class and resource specialist individual aide hours. For 
example, if an LEA were allocated and operated 20 SDC and 35 RSP 
units, with a total of 56 FTE aides (the additional one aide 
results from the 1.05 factor for SDC units) , the LEA would have 3 36 
hours of aide time available. By assigning five hours of aide time 
to each program, 275 hours would be utilized. The remaining 61 
hours could be assigned as needed to meet specific pupil needs 
and/or program requirements. 

LEAs should also periodically compare the number of pu^ls 
identified as needing special education to "expected" incidence 
levels. Though the incidence of handicapping conditions in the LEA 
nay well exceed expectations, the possibility exists that special 
education eligibility criteria are being implemented more broadly 



within the LEA than is intended or appropriate. The development 
and implementation of student study teams and/ or school 
consultation teams may also be appropriate to explore regular 
education alternatives more thoroughly prior to referral for 
special education* 

Education Code Section 56303 provides that a pupil shall be 
referred for special education only after the resources of regular 
education have been considered and appropriately utilized. In 
light of this provision, an LEA should consider initiating regular 
education alternatives to special education programs where 
appropriate. The advantage of this to an LEA is the flexibility 
to serve a wider spectrum of student needs in a regular program and 
to make the best use of limited education resources. 



RECONCILIATION WITH THE J-380, J- 580. AND J-7B0 

A comparison between the J-50 income document and the J-380 program 
cost accounting report can be helpful to program and business 
administrators concerned with the excessive cost of special 
education to an LEA. (The J-380 is used for districts, while the 
J-580 is used for county offices of education and the J-780 is used 
for Joint Power Authorities (JPAs) . The following discussion 
refers to the J-380 but will also apply to the J-580 and J-780 
information. ) 

By dividing the direct costs reported for SDC, RSP, and DIS 
programs on the J-380 by the number of IPS units operated within 
each setting, one can determine the average cost per instructional 
setting. This figure is interesting to compare to the IPS unit 
rates for each setting because the unit rates constitute the income 
derived through the J-50. The IPS unit rates only included teacher 
and aide salary and benefit costs, while the direct costs reported 
on the J-380 also include substitutes, instructional materials and 
supplies, conferences, and other direct costs. Even so, the 
comparison may be useful in determining why special education costs 
exceed income. For example, if the average cost for an RSP unit 
is $60,000 and the IPS unit rate for RSPs is only $40,000, then the 
LEA has identified a significant area of shortfall between income 
and expenditure. This finding assumes that the $20,000 difference 
is not solely due to the inclusion of other costs in the direct 
cost column. 

The Special Education Fiscal Task Force Report indicated that for 
the 1985-86 school year, LEAs were experiencing approximately a 25 
percent shortfall or encroachment between IPS unit rates and actual 
costs. The difference between aide funding and costs was almost 
4 0 percent, as reported in Task Force findings. 

A similar calculation can be completed to determine the 
relationship between support costs and the funding derived from the 
support service ratio through the J-50. By totaling direct support 
costs on the J-380, including allocated and documented assessment 
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costs and indirect costs, and dividing the total by the sum of 
direct costs, one can compare the ratio derived from expenditures 
to the support service ratio used on the income side within the 
J-50 document. Again, as discussed earlier, the two figures will 
not be exactly comparable, because of the inclusion of some costs 
in the direct costs column and because indirect costs may exceed 
the level allowed when the support service ratio was originally 
calculated. However, the comparison may still yielc' useful 
information to program and business administrators trying to 
determine why special education costs continue to exceed the income 
and whether the excess appears "reasonable." Again, the Special 
Education Fiscal Task Force Report included average ranges for 
support costs to allow an individual LEA to compare its costs to 
statewide figures. 

Another major advantage of completing the comparisons described 
above is to determine if the costs reported appear reasonable, 
given the operations reported on the J-50 document. As described 
in the introduction to this chapter, LEAs may wish to carry out 
state policy by changing their special education funding 
priorities. It is therefore critical that accurate information be 
reported on the costs and operations of all special education 
programs. The cross-check described between the J-50 and J-380 
documents may assist LEAs in reaching this goal of improved 
accuracy in reporting. 
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APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY 



This Appendix contains a glossary of acronyms and abbreviations and 
a description of J-50 forms. 



COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 



AB Assembly Bill 

ACSA Association of California School 

Administrators 

ADA Average Daily Attendance 

ALC Allocation of Units 

APE Adaptive Physical Education 

APH Aphasia 

AU Administrative Unit 

AUT Autism 

CAC Community Advisory Committee 

CANHC California Association of Neurologically 

Handicapped Children 

CASBO California Association of School 

Business Officials 

CASE Council of Administrators of Special 

Education 

CBEDS California Hasic Educational Data System 

CCS California Children's Services 

CDE California Department of Education 

CEC Council of Exceptional Children 

CH Communicatively Handicapped 

COLA Cost of Living Adjustment 

DB Deaf/Blind 

DCH Developmental Center for Handicapped 

DD Developmental ly Delayed 

DIS Designated Instruction and Services 

DYR Longer Day and Year 

EC Education Code (California) 

EDP Electronic Data Processing 

EH Educationally Handicapped 

EMR Educational Mentally Retarded 

EMR Educable Mentally Retarded 

ENT Entitlement 

ESL English as a Second Language 

EXT Extended Year 

FAPE Free Appropriate Public Education 

HH Hard of Hearing 

IEP Individualized Education Program 

IEPT Individualized Education Program Team 

INF Infants 

IPSU Instructional Personnel Service Unit 

ISGI Individual and Small Group Instruction 

IWEN individual With Exceptional Needs 
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COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS AMD ABBREVIATIONS - CONTINUED 



JPA Joint Powers Authority 

LCI Licensed Children's Institutions 

LD Learning Disability 

LEA Local Education Agency 

LGFC Local General Fund Contribution 

LH Learning Handicapped 

LRE Least Restrictive Environment 

LSS Language and Speech Specialist 

MH Multi-Handicapped 

MIS Management Information System 

MOB Mobility Instruction 

MR Mentally Retarded 

NET/ENT Net Entitlement 

NOT-RIS Not Requiring Intensive Service 

NPS Non-Public School 

NSH Non-Severely Handicapped 

OH Orthopedically Handicapped 

OHI Other Health Impaired 

01 Orthopedically Impaired 

OT Occupational Therapy 

PH Physically Handicapped 

PS Program Specialist 

PT Physical Therapy 

RIS Requiring Intensive Service 

RLA Responsible Local Agency 

RSP Resource Specialist Program 

SAT School Appraisal Team 

SB Senate Bill 

SCC Special Class Center 

SDC Special Day Class 

SEA State Education Agency 

SED Severely Emotionally Disturbed 

SELPA Special Education Local Plan Area 

SERN Special Education Resource Network 

SGT School Guidance Team 

SH Severely Handicapped 

II Speech Impaired 

SLD Severe Language Disorder 

SLD Specific Learning Disability 

SMR Severely Mentally Retarded 

SSR Support Services Ratio 

TMR Trainable Mentally Retarded 

UR Unit Rates 

VH Visually Handicapped 
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J-50 FORMS 



ALC 

DATA SHEET I - P-l 

DATA SHEKT I - P-2 
and Annv * 

DATA SHEET II 

DATA SHEET III 

(ages 3-21 Program) 

DATA SHEET III 
(Infant Program) 

DYR 

ENT 
EXT 
IPS 

LPA/ SCHEDULE B 

LP A/ INFANT SCHEDULE B 



The provider level worksheet that identifies 
allocated IPSUs as severe or non-severe and 
by number of aides 

The provider level data sheet that displays 
all relevant data already known by the state 

The provider level data sheet that displays 
all values from P-l at P-2 and all values 
from P-l and P-2 at annual which may be 
revised. The Data Sheet I at P-2 and at 
Annual are used as a means of reporting 
corrections to previously reported J-50 data 
to the state. 

The SELPA and provider level data sheet on 
which are recorded all data to be reported 
to the state 

The SELPA level data sheet on which are 
reported IPSUs for children 3-21 years of age 
who are transferred to and from the SELPA 
(regular program) 

Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2 
years of age (infant program) 

The worksheet that computes funding of the 
longer day and year incentives for county 
offices ONLY 

The provider level worksheet that computes 
the gross entitlement for special education 

The provider level worksheet that computes 
funding for extended year programs 

The provider level worksheet that identifies 
IPSUs eligible for state funding and the 
amount of funding for which they are eligible 

SELPA Level Worksheet that identifies IPSUs 
available for children 3-21 years of age and 
allocates them to SELPA ' s constituent 
providers 

Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2 
years of age (Infant Program) 
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J-50 FORMS - CONTINUED 



NET/EKT (Page 1) 



NET/ENT (Page 2) 



NPS 



SSR/LGF 



UR 



The provider level worksheet that makes the 
required deductions, eto. , to compute the net 
state entitlement for special education 

The SELPA level worksheet that computes 
funding for program specialists, regionalized 
services and low-incidence funds 

The provider level worksheet that computes 
funding for nonpublic school placements, 
assessment costs and related services 

The provider level worksheet that 
identifies/ computes severe and non-severe 
support service ratios and the local 
general fund contribution 

The provider level worksheet on which an 
LEA adjusts its prior year unit rates by 
the COLA to compute its current year unit 
rates 
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET I 
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES 





DATA TO COLLECT 


EPP» 


3.1. a. 


Support Services Ratio 


635 




b. 


rwrroeveieiy nanuicappuQ 


646 




c. 


Severely Handicapped 


647 




d. 


Average 


648 


3.2. 




LwCot vofiUiai rurw vvHhiuiiiivii 


445 


a 3 




1979-60 Cost per ADA 


449 


3.4. 




Omits * Va4r 1 Irtll rata^ 

rnor year unu rates 






a. 


SDC Rate 


284 




b 


RQP Rfllfl 

nwr rlalo 


285 




c 


DfS Rate 


286 




A 


Aiae naie 


291 


3 S 




uib conversion racior 


513 


3.6. 




AiWa Cull Tima Cm liufllflnPL/ Carter 

nlu9 run iifne ctjuivaiunuy rawor 


267 


3.7. 




OiS Units Operatod 






a 


Total Units Operated, 1980-61 


67 




b. 


Non-Dolicited Units, 1980-81 


67 


3.8. 




STRS Adjustment 


338 


3.9. 




Current Year K-12 ADA 


451 


31. 




Current Year Revenue Limit 


329 


3.11. 




LCI Pupil Count (Ages 3 21) 


N/A 


3.12. 




Non-Dolicited Units 






a 


NSH SDC, No Aido 


526 




b. 


NSH SDC One Aide 


528 




c. 


NSH SDC, Two Aides 


530 




d. 


DCP Ma AIHa 


546 




e. 


RSP, One Aide 


532 




( 


DIS 


548 




9 


SH SDC, No Aide 


562 




h. 


CU Cpif* Ana AirlA 


564 






SH SDC, Two Aides 


566 

WWW 


3 13 




Aido Hours dividfH by 6 hours, or 








by PTE Factor trom #6 above 






a 


Non-Severely Handicapped 


572 




b. 


Severely Handicapped 


574 


3 14 




Current Year SDC ADA 


32 7 


3 15 




Federal Public Law 94-142 Funds 








Pupil Count 


335 






OR Grant Amount 


335 


3 16 




Ed Code 56713 funds Irom County 


344 



NO CHANGE 
P1/P2/ANNUAL 



ANNUAL 
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET II 
PRIOR YEAR DATA PROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES 

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY 



DATA TO COLLECT 



EOPi 



NO CHANGE 
P1/P2/ANNUAL 



P-1 



P*2 



ANNUAL 



COE OR SELPA 



3.16. 


Revenue Limit Funds from Districts 


333 


3.17. 


Property Taxes 


339 


3.18. 


COE SDCK-8 ADA Tier 1 


101 




COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 1 


107 




COE SDCK-8 ADA Tier 2 


101 




COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 2 


107 




COE SDC K12 ADA Longer Year 


116 


3.19. a. 


Ed. Codo 56713 Funds to Districts 


342 


b. 


Ed. Code 56713 Funds to County 


344 


SELPA ONLY 




3.20. 


Federal Public Law 94-142 Grant 


370 


3.21. 


3-4 Year Old Not-RlS Pupil Count 


371 


3.22. 


Current Year December Pupil Count 






at P-1 and Average December 






and April at P-2 




a. 


Total, Ages 0-21 


357 


b. 


Ages 3-4, Not-RlS, 


362 



•::>/: : x':':-. : :': ; :>^:':v: : :': : : : : ; ';v, : : : 
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3.23. CBEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A 
10 Percent ol CBEDS Count 3 SO 



3.24. Low-incidence Pupil Count 
(prior year December) 



364 
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J-50 PATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET III 
EXTENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION 



J-50 EXT 

DATA TO COLLECT EOP • COLUMN 



4.1. DAYS TAUGHT 



a. 


3-4 RIS NSH 


621 


A 


b. 


3-4 RIS SH 


sss 

9 9 9 


A 


c. 


6-21 NSH 


S21 


D 


d. 


6-21 SH 


9 99 


n 


0. 


Infant (0-2) NSH 


660 


A 


f. 


Infant (0-2) SH 


666 


A 


ENROLLMENT 






a. 


3-4 RIS NSH 


529 


A 


b. 


3-4 RIS SH 


563 


A 


c. 


6-21 NSH 


520 


D 


d. 


6-21 SH 


563 


D 


e. 


Infant (0-2) NSH 


654 


A 


f. 


Infant (0-2) SH 


669 


A 


UNITS OPERATED 






a. 


SDC3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


A 


b. 


SDC Aides 3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


B 


c. 


DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 


534 


C 


d. 


SDC 6-21 NSH 


534 


D 


e. 


SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 


534 


E 


f. 


DIS 5-21 NSH 


534 


F 


0 


SDC 3-4 RIS SH 


569 


A 


h. 


SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 


669 


B 


i. 


DIS 3-4 RIS SH 


569 


C 


I- 


SDC 6-21 SH 


569 


D 


k. 


SDC Aides 5-21 SH 


569 


E 


1. 


DIS 5-21 SH 


569 


F 


m. 


SDC Infant (0-2) 


570 


A 


n. 


SDC Aides Infant (0-2) 


570 


B 


0. 


DIS Infant (0-2) 


570 


C 



4.4. NON-DEFICITED UNITS OPERATED 



a. SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


A 


b. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


B 


c DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 


535 


C 


d. SDC 5 21 NSH 


535 


D 


e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 


535 


E 


f. DIS 5-21 NSH 


535 


F 


g. SDC 3-4 RIS SH 


584 


A 


h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 


564 


B 


i. DIS 3-4 RIS SH 


564 


C 


j. SDC 5-21 SH 


564 


D 


k. SDC Aides 5-21 SH 


584 


E 


I. DIS 5 21 SH 


584 


F 


STATE SCHOOL PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAM! 


a 3-4 RIS NSH 


551 


A 


b. 3-4 RIS SH 


588 


A 


c 5-21 NSH 


551 


D 


d. 5-21 SH 


588 


D 


e. Infant (0-2) NSH 


551 


A 


f. Infant (0-2) SH 


588 


A 
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Bill Honlg 


72/ Capitol Mall; P.O. Box 944272 


oUpBriniBnOBm 


Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 


ot Public Instruction 



July 17, 1990 

TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas 

cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units 



FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director 
Local Assistance Bureau 



Aleesa Kelley, Manager 

Special Education Fiscal Services 

SUBJECT : Ages 3 -21 Reallocation and Growth of Special Education 
Instructional Units 



Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C.; 56728.6 and the 
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the 
initial calculations for reallocation and growth of special 
education instructional personnel service units. This letter will 
explain the «teps involved in these calculations, provide you with 
your SELPA ' s results, and transmit to growth eligible SELPAs the 
forms necessary to finalize the reallocation and growth processes. 

The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each 
SELPA' s reallocation and growth calculations. This information 
should be reviewed as you read this letter to gain an understanding 
of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA' s recapture 
status and growth eligibility. 

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATUS, LCI COUNT AND 10% OF CBEDS 



Columns 1-4 

The first four columns of your spreadsheet display your sparsity 
and licensed children's institution (LCI) impaction status, 
adjusted 10% of CBEDS and adjusted LCI count. Columns 1 and 2 of 
the spreadsheet indicate if your SELPA has qualified as sparse 
and/or LCI impacted. (If your SELPA is SPARSE, a "1" will be shown 
in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED, a "1" will be shown 
in Column 2.) The current criteria for sparsity and LCI impaction 
are established by the Education Code and were used in our 
calculations to determine eligibility. However, it should be 
mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed by SB 823, 
Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91. According 
to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil density is 

1) 2 5 or fewer units of average daily attendance per square mile 
in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average daily attendance or 

2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per square mile 
in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily attendance. 
Selected categories of ADA from the attendance documents provided 
the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation. The Education Code 
defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more of the local plan's 
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unduplicated pupil count reside in licensed children's 
institutions, foster family homes, residential medical facilities 
and other similar facilities. To determine whether a SELPA met the 
Z% standard, we divided each SELPA 1 S total adjusted LCI count in 
Column 4 by its total adjusted unduplicated pupil count in Column 
9. If this computation resulted in a percentage greater than or 
equal to 3%, your SELPA is considered LCI impacted. 

Per current Education Code Section 56728.6(d), sparse and/or LCI 
impacted SELPAs may request waivers of the unit recapture and 
growth standards. Ages 3-21 program waiver forms will soon follow 
in a separate mailing from the Special Education Division. 

The discussion of the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS number (Column 3) 
appears under the section " Column 19 " in the "Growth Calculations" 
portion of this letter. The explanation of the CBEDS figure is 
more appropriately placed in that section since it is used 
extensively in the growth calculations addressed under " Column 19 " . 

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS 
Columns 5-13 

Column 5 displays your 89-90 P-2 J-50-FRZ allocation of units. 
Before reallocation and growth calculations we must adjust the P- 
2 J-50-FRZ for CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 6) and LCI 
MID-YEAR IMPACTION INCREASES (Column 7). There were no unit 
decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90 sparsity and LCI 
waiver requests to exempt the recapture of units scheduled for 
release on July 1, 1990. A total of $1.0 million of Federal PL 94- 
142 funds were appropriated for the 1989-90 LCI Mid-Year Impaction 
Fund. These LCI grants were converted to J-50 instructional units 
(Column 7) and added to the 89-90 P-2 J-50-FRZ (Column 5). With 
this adjustment made, your ADJUSTED FRZ in Column 8 is the 
alignment of units used in the reallocation and growth 
calculations. 

Before a meaningful comparison of the 1989-90 ADJUSTED FRZ units 
and the April 1990 Unduplicated Pupil Count can be made, the pupil 
count must first be adjusted for pupils transferred into and out 
of the SELPA (pupils transferred in are subtracted from the pupil 
count and pupils transferred out are added to the count) . This 
step is necessary since J-50 units are awarded based upon the 
district of residence of the pupils served, while the pupil count 
is based upon the provider of the pupil's service. This adjustment 
to the pupil count enables us to compare each SELPA ' s own pupils 
to its own units. Column 9 displays your SELPA' s 1990 adjusted 
April pupil count by instructional setting, which will be used in 
calculating your SELPA 's unit loading. At this point, it should 
be mentioned that the count displayed in Column 9 excludes 3 and 
4 year olds not requiring intensive services since these pupils are 
funded exclusively with federal funds, at this time. 
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To produce the COMPUTED LOADING displayed in Column 10, your 
SELPA's Adjusted Unduplicated Pupil Count (AD J UDPC/DUP DIS) in 
Column 9 was divided by its ADJUSTED FRZ units in Column 8 for each 
instructional setting. Duplicated DIS loading is the result of 
dividing the duplicated DIS count by DIS units. The unit loading 
data provides each SELPA's average number of pupils per unit by 
instructional setting which, by law, must be compared to the 
minimum loading standards for the retention of units— 9 for SDC, 
21 for RSP, and for DIS, 20 unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units 
will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which fails 
to meet the minimum loading standard for the retention of units. 
If loss is indicated in the DIS setting, for which there are two 
standards, a comparison is made between DIS loss computed on both 
the un-iuplicated and duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be 
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss. 

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 Budget Bill again 
prescribes that units may only be shifted from settings below the 
minimum standards into settings above the growth loading standards 
of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for DIS (10/24/24). Stated 
another way, unit losses may be offset only to the extent that 
growth is occurring in other setting(s). 

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in any 
setting and your uni\.s could be realigned according to the criteria 
outlined above, Column 11 will display the results of the unit 
realignment process— your REALIGNED J50 FRZ. For all other SELPAs, 
it was not possible to realign units and therefore, Column 11 
REALIGNED J50 FRZ, and Column 8 ADJUSTED FRZ will display the same 
data. 

You may gauge your SELPA's standing with regard to recapture and 
growth by the data displayed in Column 12 (RECOMPUTED LOADING) — 
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs 
with recomputed loadings greater than 9/21/20 or 39 but less than 
10/24/24 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for 
calculated growth. If in Column 12, your SELPA's RECOMPUTED 
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 10/24/24 in any 
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth 
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 9/21/20 or 39 in 
Column 12 should reference Column 13, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the 
number of units the SELPA must release to bring its loadings up to 
the minimum standards. 

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will 
be automatically waived for one year, until July 1, 1991, to allow 
for timely notification to effected instructional staff. On July 
1, 1991, these units will be removed from your SELPA's J-50-FRZ and 
awarded to growth eligible SELPAs for fiscal year 1991-92 
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regardless of changes in your pupil count during fiscal year 1991- 
92. If you are able to voluntarily release any of these units for 
FY 1990-91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing 
as soon as possible. At this writing, exemption from the release 
of units may be requested only by sparse and/or LCI impacted SELPAs 
through the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823 is 
enacted, the process addressing the exemption of units scheduled 
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined. 

GROWTH CALCULATIONS 

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained 
$78,353,000 for ages 3-21 growth in instructional personnel service 
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted 
and the exact 1990-91 appropriation is unknown at this time. 
However, we have performed the growth calculations in accordance 
with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to delay the 
final growth calculations once the budget is known. 

Columns^l4-15 

As the preschool population is exempt from the 10% cap on special 
education funding, their counts and units must be set aside to 
allow for the calculation of maximum allowable growth for the ages 
5 not-preschool and ages 6-22 counts. However, this preschool 
population is eligible for consideration for growth units. To 
accomplish both the exemption from the cap and the calculation of 
growth units for this population, the preschool units are set aside 
at the SELPA average loading by instructional setting if it is less 
than the growth standards of 10-24-24, and at the growth standards 
if the average SELPA loading by instructional setting is greater 
than 10-24-24. This practice in itself provides growth to 3-4 RIS 
plus 5 preschool pupils for growth eligible SELPAs, and it also 
provides a means of excluding this population and their associated 
units from the 10% cap on maximum allowable growth. Column 14 
displays your adjusted 3-4 RIS plus 5P unduplicated pupil count, 
and Column 15 displays your preschool allocation of units. 

Since we do expect a growth deficiency, and the preschool and the 
5 not-preschool and 6-22 programs should share equally in this 
deficiency, we are planning to recalculate the 3-4 RIS plus 5P 
alignment of units for growing SELPAs based upon the post-growth 
average loading by instructional setting once these loadings can 
be determined. For all SELPAs, these approximate preschool units 
allocations are necessary to provide approximate entitlement 
information for accountability between state and federal preschool 
funding. 

Columns 16-18 

Columns 16 and 17 display your ADJUSTED 5 not-preschool + 6-22 UDPC 
and the remaining J-50 units, REGULAR PROGRAM ALLOCATION OF UNITS, 
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after preschool units have been set aside. These are the pupils 
and units which will be used to compute your SELPA 1 s growth. For 
each instructional setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in 
Column 12 exceeds the growth loading standards of 10/24/24, Column 
\8, GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UDPC, displays growth units computed 
strictly on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine 
the growth units displayed in Column 18, we utilized the following 
process. We divided the number of pupils in each setting in Column 
16 by the growth loading standard (10/24/24) for that setting. 
This calculation establishes the units by setting to which a SELPA 
is entitled based upon its pupil count and the growth standards. 
If your SELPA' s current unit allocation in a setting (Column 17) 
exceeds the amount computed in this step, then you are already 
receiving the appropriate number of units based upon your pupil 
count, and you are not eligible for growth in that setting. For 
settings in which the current unit allocation (Column 17) is less, 
the difference between the unit entitlement (based upon your pupil 
count and the growth standard) and your current unit allocation in 
Column 17 is the number of growth units to which you are entitled 
by virtue of your pupil count. These growth units are the 
additional units which your SELPA would need to lower class loading 
to the growth standards. At this point, we must emphasize that 
your SELPA mav or may not be eligible to receive the growth units 
displayed in Column 18. subject to the outcome of further 
calculation. 

Column 19 

Column 19 displays your SELPA' s MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH. Maximum 
allowable growth is based upon the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS funding 
cap as measured against your current unit allocation (Column 17) 
and your GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UDPC (Column 18). For many SELPAs 
Columns 18 and 19 will display the same data. These SELPAs are 
eligible for all of their growth units based upon unduplicated 
pupil count since they are under the 10% funding cap. When units 
in Column 19 are less than those in Column 18, the SELPA 's growth 
units have been reduced to bring its unit allocation within the 
confines of maximum funding, that is, the 10% cap. 

Since the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS (Column 3) is central to the 
calculation of a SELPA' s maximum allowable growth, it would be 
beneficial at this point to discuss the CBEDS figure and its 
application to the growth process in some depth. The law 
establishes a funding cap for special education programs based upon 
10% of a SELPA ' s K-12 enrollment, CBEDS being the source of this 
enrollment data. However, before the CBEDS figure is suitable for 
use in growth calculations, adjustments must be made both to the 
total CBEDS and to the 10% of CBEDS figures. To the total CBEDS 
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amount we apply three adjustments: one for transfers of special 
education pupils, one for LCI pupils and another for non-LCI 
special education pupils placed in nonpublic schools. The 
adjustment to CBEDS for special education pupil transfers operates 
along the same principle as transfer adjustments to the 
unduplicated pupil count— CBEDS is a provider count and must be 
converted to a district of residence count for use in growth 
calculations. By adding pupil transfers-out to your CBEDS and 
deducting pupil transfers-in, we have adjusted your CBEDS count to 
a district of residence count. 

Since LCI pupils are specifically exempted by the Education Code 
from the 10% funding cap, we deduct from your CBEDS enrollment LCI 
pupils in the 5 not-preschool and 6-22 age categories for the SDC, 
RSP and DIS settings. Because CBEDS does not include enrollment 
data for special education pupils placed in nonpublic schools 
through an IEP, we must add these pupils into your SELPA's total 
CBEDS. These pupils are a legitimate part of your enrollment since 
for all intent and purpose they are public school pupils; they 
continue to be the educational responsibility of their district 
while attending nonpublic school and they generate ADA and revenue 
limit as well as funding through the J-50 process. 

With these adjustments made, the 10% was applied to your adjusted 
CBEDS total. This 10% OF ADJUSTED CBEDS represents the maximum 
number of pupils in special education programs, exclusive of LCI 
pupils, for which your SELPA may receive state funding. Since your 
non-LCI nonpublic school pupils count towards this 10%, one last 
adjustment must be made. Your non-LCI NPS pupils (5 not-preschool 
and 6-22) must be deducted from your 10% of CBEDS to establish the 
number on which your CBEDS unit entitlement will be based. You 
will find your SELPA* s ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS displayed in Column 
3. 

With the adjustment process to CBEDS completed and the 10% value 
established, we can now compute each SELPA* s maximum unit 
entitlement, an essential step in establishing maximum allowable 
growth. Maximum unit entitlement is comprised of two components; 
unit entitlement based upon adjusted 10% of CBEDS plus unit 
entitlement for LCI pupils. To compute unit entitlement based upon 
CBEDS, the adjusted 10% of CBED^ was first multiplied by .28 and 
.72 to establish the maximum number of pupils to be funded in the 
SDC and RSP/DIS settings, respectively. These percentage breakouts 
honor the proportions established by the subcaps. The maximum 
pupils for SDC was then divided by 10, and RSP/DIS by 24, to 
produce unit entitlement based solely upon CBEDS and the growth 
standards. For LCI pupils, which are outside of both the 10% cap 
and subcaps, we calculated unit entitlement by dividing your LCI 
count (5 not preschool plus 6-22) in each setting by the growth 
loading standards of 10/24/24. Your unit entitlement for LCI 
pupils was then combined with your unit entitlement for Adjusted 
10% of CBEDS to create your SELPA's maximum unit entitlement. 
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To determine the ceiling on growth units for your SELPA, we 
subtracted your SELPA * s 5 not-preschool and 6-22 units (Column 17) 
from its maximum unit entitlement. If your SEL?A's calculated 
growth units in Column 18 were under this ceiling, you will receive 
all of the units for which you have calculated, and column 19, 
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH, will equal Column 18, GROWTH BASED UPON 
ADJ UDPC. If your SELPA 1 s growth unite in Column 18 exceeded this 
ceiling, we then reduced your growth units to the amount displayed 
in Column 19, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH. 

Column 20 

Per the dictates of Education Code Section 56728.6, the state may 
not authorize growth units for a SELPA if the percentage of pupils 
receiving a specific instructional service to the enrollment in K- 
12 exceeds .028 for SDC, .040 for RSP and .042 for DIS. These 
subcaps are imposed only upon your non-LCI 5 not-preschool and 6- 
22 population and are not applicable to either your preschool or 
LCI pupils. We have measured your SELPA 1 s standing in relation to 
these subcaps, and have displayed in Column 20, UNITS OVER SUBCAP, 
the number of units by setting which are in excess of the mandated 
percentages . 

To determine the units displayed in Column 20, we employed a multi- 
step process which considered the adjusted 10% of CBEDS, adjusted 
unduplicated pupil count, LCI count, and loading. Our first step 
established the maximum number of pupils to be funded in an 
instructional setting by multiplying the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS 
(Column 3) by the subcap percentages of .28 for SDC, .40 for RSP 
and .42 for DIS. The number of pupils actually receiving a 
specific instructional service is simply your adjusted pupil count 
for 5 not-preschool and 6-22 by setting (Column 16) less your 
adjusted 5 not preschool and 6-22 LCI count. , r NOTE: DO NOT DEDUCT 
THE LCI COUNT SHOWN IN COLUMN 4 AS THE DATA IN THAT COLUMN INCLUDES 
PRESCHOOLERS. A positive difference between your SELPA* s actual 
count in a setting and your SELPA' s computed maximum reflects the 
number of pupils by which you have exceeded the subcaps for an 
instructional setting. To determine the associated amount of 
excess funding, namely units, this difference between your actual 
pupil count and your computed maximum was divided by the loading 
standard which would result if all of your MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH 
could be awarded to your SELPA. The results of this process are 
displayed in Column 20 of the spreadsheet and also in Column 4 of 
the Special Education Response/ Subcap Waiver form. 

SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPONSE/ SUBCAP WAIVER FORM 

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND 
RETURN THE ATTACHED SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPONSE/ SUBCAP WAIVER FORM. 
To complete the top portion of this form, indicate in Column 3 the 
number of maximum allowable calculated growth units in Column 2 
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which your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal 
year. The final column on the Response/ Subcap Waiver form reflects 
the number of units by which the subcaps in each setting would be 
exceeded if you apply for the maximum number of growth units shown, 
or in some cases, the number of units by which a subcap is already 
exceeded even if growth is not occurring in that setting. You must 
complete and return the subcap waiver section if the amount of 
growth applied for in a setting (Column 3) is greater than the 
difference between the growth units in a setting and the units over 
the subcap (Column 2 less Column 4). If the amount of growth 
applied for is less than that difference and if the subcaps are not 
exceeded in any other setting, you do not need to fill out the 
subcap waiver section of this form. However, if any subcap is 
exceeded, whether growth is occurring in that setting or not, you 
need to apply for the subcap waiver in order to receive any growth 
units in any setting. SPARSE AND LCI /IMPACTED SELPAS MUST ALSO 
JUSTIFY UNITS OVER THE SUBCAPS— THEY ARE NOT AUTOMATICALLY 
EXEMPTED. 

ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM 

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND 
RETURN THE ATTACHED ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM (J-50- 
EAG/REG) . 

This year all names and codes of the member districts of your SELPA 
will display on your Estimated Allocation of Growth form. This is 
done to expedite our processes which establish the cost of growth 
units. To complete the Estimated Allocation of Growth Form, enter 
the number of calculated growth units, the instructional settings 
of those units, and for special day classes whether the units will 
be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will 
receive a portion of your SELPA's 1990-91 cjrowth. The total units 
on your Estimated Allocation of Growth Form should agree with the 
total units in Column 3 of your Response/ Subcap Waiver Form. DO 
NOT INCLUDE REQUESTED SPARSITY WAIVER GROWTH OR EXISTING J-50-FRZ 
UNITS ON THE ATTACHED J-50-EAG. With regard to the distribution 
of units among instructional settings, you are not confined on the 
J-50-EAG to the alignment shown in Column 2 of the Response/ Subcap 
Waiver Form. In fact, we encourage you to report these units on 
the J-50-EAG in the instructional settings in which you intend to 
allocate them at P-l, 1990-91. The more accurate the information 
provided on the J-50-EAG, the better we will be able to establish 
the cost of growth and hence the number of units which may be 
distributed within the growth appropriation. 

Based upon the information reported on the J-50-EAG, we will use 
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate 
the estimated cost of your SELPA's calculated growth units. The 
cost of special day classes will be determined by adding the 
teacher rate and 1.05 times the appropriate aide rate. This 




C-8 



2 



Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas 
July 17, 1990 - Page 9 

costing method is consistent with Education Code Section 56760(e) 
which limits funding for aides in special day classes to a SELPA 
average of 1.05 aides per special day class teacher. 

When the calculated growth exceeds the growth appropriation, we 
evenly prorate the units listed on your J-50-EAG/REG. This will 
allow the final calculation of growth to be performed by computer, 
which will expedite the announcement of growth units statewide. 



TIME LINE 



It is essential that we receive your Response/ Subcap Waiver Form 
and Estimated Allocation of Growth Form as soon as possible. To 
expedite the process, you may FAX copies of your fiscal forms back 
to us. Our FAX number is (916) 327-4873. The original documents 
MUST be completed and received by LAB by July 31, 1990. We cannot 
proceed with the final growth calculations until the last SELPA ' s 
forms have been received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the 
utmost importance. Again, all forms must be RECEIVED in LAB by 
Tuesday, July 31, 1990. Every error and late submission impacts 
our process and will delay the announcement of calculated growth 
beyond our projected date of August 17. 

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning 
the data provided, the processes described, or the information 
required: 

Counties Analyst/ 

Phone : 



Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle 

(916) 322-3280 

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag 

(916) 324-4555 

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz 

(916) 323-3282 



San Luis Obispo - Yuba Nancy Cook 

(916) 327-2111 

Enclosure to all SELPA Directors: 

1990-.. 1 Ages 3-21 J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet 
Enclosure to all Growth Eligible SELPA Directors: 
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July 18, 1990 

TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas 

cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units 

FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director, Local Assistance Bureau 

Aleesa Kelley, Manager, 

Special Education Fiscal Services 

SUBJECT: Infant Ages 0-2 Reallocation and Growth of Special 
Education Instructional Units 

Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C.) 56728.8 and the 
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the 
initial calculations for infant program reallocation and growth of 
special education instructional personnel service units. This 
letter will explain the steps involved in these calculations, 
provide you with your SELPA' s results, and transmit to growth 
eligible SELPAs the forms necessary to finalize the state infant 
calculated reallocation and growth process, the infant sparsity and 
LCI impaction waiver process, and the Infant Discretionary Fund 
grants. 

The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each 
SELPA' s infant program reallocation and growth calculations. This 
information should be reviewed as you read this letter to gain an 
understanding of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA' s 
recapture status and growth eligibility. 

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATUS 

Columns 1-2 

The first two columns of your infant program spreadsheet indicate 
whether your SELPA has qualified as sparse and/or licensed 
children's institution (LCI) impacted. If your SELPA is SPARSE, 
a "1" will be shown in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED, 
a "1" will be shown in Column 2. The current criteria for sparsity 
and LCI impaction are established by the Education Code and were 
used in our calculations to determine eligibility. However, it 
should be mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed 
by SB 823, Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91. 
According to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil 
density is 1) 25 or fewer units of average daily attendance per 
square mile in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average daily 
attendance or 2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per 
square mile in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily 
attendance. Selected categories of ADA from the attendance 
documents provided the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation. 
The Education Code defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more 
of the local plan's unduplicated pupil count reside in licensed 
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children's institutions, foster family homes, residential medical 
facilities and other similar facilities. To determine whether a 
SELPA met the 3% standard, we divided each SELPA's total adjusted 
LCI count by its total adjusted unduplicated pupil count. If this 
computation resulted in a percentage greater than or equal to 3%, 
your SELPA is considered LCI impacted. 

Per current Education Code Section 56728.8(h), sparse and/or LCI 
impacted infant program SELPAs may request waivers of the unit 
recapture and growth standards. The "Infant Program Special 
Education Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form" and 
the corresponding "Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated 
Allocation of Growth Form" are enclosed with this letter. An 
explanation of the use of these forms follows the description of 
the recapture and growth calculations contained in this letter. 

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS 
Columns 3-10 

Column 3 displays your April 1990 infant unduplicated pupil count. 
Infant programs are allocated J-50 units for the number of pupils 
a SELPA is serving (provider based) as opposed to the ages 3-21 
program which assigns units to the SELPA of residence of the pupils 
served. Therefore, there is no need to adjust infant pupil counts 
for transfers in or out. The April pupil count is a "provider 
based" count. 

Column 4 displays your 1989-90 P-2 Infant J-50-FRZ allocation of 
units. Normally, before infant reallocation and growth 
calculations can proceed, we must adjust the P-2 J-50-FRZ for 
CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 5) . However, this year 
there were no unit decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90 
sparsity and LCI waiver requests to exempt the recapture of infant 
units scheduled for release on July 1, 1990. Consequently, the 
units displayed in Column 4, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT P-2 J- 
50-FRZ are equal . The units displayed in these columns are the 
total number an. : . i.ne alignment of units used to begin the recapture 
and growth calculations. 

To produce the e. 4PUTED LOADING displayed in Column 7, your SELPA's 
INFANT PUPIL c Di. V, T in Column 3 was divided by its ADJUSTED INFANT 
P-2 J-50-FRZ U; cs in Column 6 for each instructional setting. 
Duplicated DIS loading is the result of dividing the duplicated DIS 
count by DIS units. The unit loading data provides each SELPA's 
average number of pupils per unit by instructional setting which, 
by law, must be compared to the minimum loading standards for the 
retention of units— 12 for SDC, 24 for RSP, and for DIS, 12 
unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units will be subject to loss in 
any instructional setting which fails to meet the minimum loading 
standard for the retention of units. If loss is indicated in the 
DIS setting, for which there are two standards, a comparison is 
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made between DIS loss computed on both the unduplicated and 
duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be based upon the 
criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss. 

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in an 
instructional setting and above the minimum loading standard in 
another setting, your units were realigned with your unduplicated 
pupil count to allow your SELPA to retain its maximum allocation 
of infant instructional units. Column 8 displays the results of 
the unit realignment process — your REALIGNED INFANT J-50 FRZ. For 
some SELPAs, it was not necessary to realign units and therefore, 
Column 8, REALIGNED INFANT J-50 FRZ, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT 
P-2 J-50-FRZ, will display the same data. 

You may gauge your SELPA' s standing with regard to recapture and 
growth by the data displayed in Column 9 (RECOMPUTED LOADING) — 
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs 
with recomputed loadings greater than 12/24/12 or 39 but less than 
16/24/16 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for 
calculated growth. If in Column 9, your SELPA' s RECOMPUTED 
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 16/24/16 in any 
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth 
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 12/24/12 or 39 in 
Column 9 should reference Column 10, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the 
number of units the SELPA mus 4 - release to bring its loadings up to 
the minimum standards. 

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will 
be automatically waived for one year, until July l, 1991, to allow 
for timely notification to affected instructional staff. If you 
are able to voluntarily release any of these units for FY 1990- 
91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing as soon 
as possible. At this writing, exemption from the release of units 
may be requested only by qualifying sparse and/ or LCI impacted 
SELPAs through the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823 
is enacted, the process addressing the exemption of units scheduled 
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined. 

GROWTH CALCULATIONS 

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained $1,150,000 
in state funding for ages 0-2 and $2,324,000 in federal infant 
discretionary funds for growth in instructional personnel service 
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted 
and the exact 1990-91 infant growth appropriation is unknown at 
this time. However, we have performed the growth calculations in 
accordance with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to 
delay the final growth calculations once the budget is known. 
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Once the exact growth appropriations are known, we will fund as 
much calculated, and sparsity and LCI impaction waiver growth as 
permitted from the 1990-91 state appropriation. Any growth 
balances which can not be funded from the state appropriation will 
become first priority for funding from the 1990-91 federal infant 
discretionary fund. 

Column 11 

Column 11, INFANT GROWTH BASED UPON UDPC, displays growth units 
computed on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine 
the growth units displayed in Column 11, for each instructional 
setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in Column 9 exceeds the 
growth loading standards of 16/24/16, we divided the number of 
pupils displayed in Column 3 for each instructional setting by the 
appropriate growth loading standard (16/24/16) for each 
instructional setting. Remember, Duplicated DIS counts may not be 
used to obtain growth units. This calculation established the 
units by setting to which a SELPA is entitled based upon its pupil 
count and the growth standards. The difference between the unit 
entitlement (based upon your pupil count and the growth standard) 
and your current unit allocation in Column 8 is the number of 
growth units to which you are entitled by virtue of your pupil 
count. These growth units are the additional units which your 
SELPA would need to lower class loading to the growth loading 
standards. 

INFANT PROG RAM SPARSITY/LCI IMPACTION WAIVER/GROWTH REQUEST FORM 
AND THE SPARSTTV AND LCI IMPACTION WAIVER ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF 
GROWTH FORM 

If your SELPA qualifies as sparse or LCI impacted under current 
law, an "Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver /Growth 
Request Form" is enclosed. This waiver may be used to 1) request 
an exemption from recapture for units displayed in Column 10 of 
your 1990/91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth spreadsheet, or 
2) request growth units based upon conditions resulting from 
sparsity or LCI impaction. If requesting growth units, the 
conditions described must represent conditions which existed at the 
time of your April, 1990 pupil count. 

If you are using your infant program waiver to request growth units 
you must also complete the enclosed 1990-91 Infant Program Sparsity 
and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated Allocation of Growth Form. This 
form displays all of the names and codes of the member districts 
of your SELPA. The district names and codes are displayed to 
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated 
growth units. To complete this form, enter the number of infant 
sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units, the instructional 
settings of those units, and for special day classes whether the 
units will be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you 
have requested infant sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units 
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in the narrative of your waiver. The total units reported on this 
form must agree with the total units requested in your Infant 
Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request. When 
proration of these waiver growth is necessary, units will be evenly 
prorated among the districts and units reported on your J-50-WAV 
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be 
performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of all 
growth units statewide. 

INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE /ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM 

ALL SELPAS THAT ARE ELIGIBLE FOR CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST 
COMPLETE AND RETURN THE ENCLOSED INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE/ ESTIMATED 
ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM. 

To complete section A. of this form, simply enter in Column 3 the 
number of infant growth units which are displayed in Column 2 that 
your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal year. 
Please do not realign the distribution of units among instructional 
settings in section A. 

In section B. of this form, all of the names and codes of the 
member districts of your SELPA are displayed. This is done to 
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated 
growth units. To complete section B. , enter the number of 
calculated infant growth units, the instructional settings of those 
units, and for special day classes whether the units will be severe 
or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will receive 
a portion of your SELPA 's 1990-91 calculated infant growth. The 
total units in section B. must agree with the total units in Column 
3 of section A. of the Infant Program Response/ Estimated Allocation 
Of Growth Form. DO NOT ENTER REQUESTED SPARSITY OR LCI WAIVER 
GROWTH UNITS OR EXISTING INFANT J-50-FRZ UNITS ON THIS FORM. 

With regard to the distribution of units among Instructional 
settings in section B., you are not confined to the alignment shown 
in Column 2 of section A. In fact, we encourage you to report your 
growth units in section B. in the instructional settings in which 
you intend to allocate them at P-l, 1990-91. The more accurate the 
information provided in section B. , the better we will be able to 
establish the cost of growth and hence the number of units which 
may be distributed within the growth appropriation. 

Based upon the information reported in section B. of the Infant 
Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth form, we will use 
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate 
the estimated cost of your SELPA* s calculated infant program growth 
units. When proration is necessary, growth units will be evenly 
prorated among the districts and units reported on your J-50-RES 
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be 
performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of 
growth units statewide. 



C-14 2f? 



Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas 
July 18, 1990 - Page 6 



TIME LINE 



It is essential that we receive your infant program calculated 
reallocation and growth forms and your sparsity and LCI impaction 
waiver forms as soon as possible. To expedite the process, you 
may FAX copies of your completed forms back to us. our FAX number 
is (916) 327-4873. If FAXing forms to us, please be certain that 
they are your final responses, and that they will be in agreement 
with your mailed returns. The original documents MUST be completed 
and received by LAB by August 7, 1990. We cannot proceed with the 
final growth calculations until the last SELPA' s forms have been 
received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the utmost 
importance. Again, all infant program forms must be RECEIVED in 
LAB by Tuesday, August 7, 1990. If all state and IDF funded 
calculated and waiver growth are to be announced by October 1, 
1990, this due date must be met. 

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning 
the data provided, the processes described, or the information 
required: 

Counties Analyst/ 

Phone : 



Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle 

(916) 322-3280 

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag 

(916) 324-4555 

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz 

(916) 323-3282 

San Luis Obispo - Yuba Nancy Cook 

(916) 327-2111 



Enclosure to all SELPA Directors operating Infant Programs: 
1990-91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet 

Enclosures to all Infant Program Growth Eligible SELPA Directors: 
Infant Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth Form for 
Calculated Growth Units 

Enclosures to all Directors of Sparse or LCI Impacted SELPAs who 
operate Infant Programs: 

Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form 
Infant Program Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated 
Allocation of Growth Form 
Enclosure to SELPA Business Managers of Infant Program SELPAs: 
1990-91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet 
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SPECIAL EDUCATION 
FEDERAL PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM 

OVERVIEW OF 1990-91 FUNDING 



The 1990-91 funding will be based on the following: 

ENTITLEMENT 

TWO GRANTS WILL BE ISSUED FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM: 

1. UNIT FUNDING: (PREVIOUSLY CONTINUATION FUNDING) 

SELPAs which had an April 1990 pupil count of three and four year 
old children who do not require intensive service (NOT-RIS) are 
eligible for funding under the Federal Preschool Grant Program. 

The formula for determining each SELPA's UNIT FUNDING amount is 
the same as the one used in 1989-90. 

Units are calculated on the April count of 3-4 NOT-RIS 
divided by 24. 

The designated implementing local educational agency's 
(LEA's) rate for RSP (including the support ratio and 
the aide) at 40% and DIS (including the support services 
ratio) at 60% are combined to make the Preschool 
instructional personnel service unit (IPSU) rate. 

UNIT FUNDING for 1990-91 wil l not generate the additional $5,000 
per unit for supplementary services. 

The UNIT FUNDING will not feg affected by the December 1, 1991 Pupil 
Count. 

********* 

THERE WILL ££ NO EXPANSION FUNDING IN 1990-91. 

********* 

2. REGIONAL SERVICES/ PROGRAM SPECIALIST FUNDS 

An adjustment will be made to 1989-90 REGIONALIZED SERVICES /PROGRAM 
SPECIALISTS FUNDS (RS/PS) calculated on the 3-4 NOT-RIS population. 
The amount will be equal to the average of December and April NOT- 
RIS counts (3 and 4 year NOT-RIS December 1, 1989 and 3 and 4 NOT- 
RIS April 1, 1990 divided by 2) multiplied times $99 minus the 
amount for RS/PS calculated for NOT-RIS in 1989-90. This 
adjustment would typically occur after the April 1 count. Time did 
not perir.it this adjustment to occur in 1989-90 so it will be 
included for 1990-91. 
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For example: 



SELPA A SELPA B 

December 1989 3-4 NOT-RIS 30 30 

* 99 X.,.9? 

Dollars received in 1989-90 $2,970 $2,970 
for RS/PS via the Federal 
Preschool Grant Program 

December 1989 3-4 NOT-RIS 30 30 

April 1990 3-4 NOT-RIS 4£ l£ 

70 46 

- 3 - 3 

1989-90 Average 3-4 NOT-RIS 35 23 

x 99 X 9? 

$3,465 $2,277 

Less amount already received -2.970 -2.970 
Additional to be paid in 

1990-91 $ 495 

Reduction to be taken in 

1990-91 $ <693> 



The calculation for RS/PS for 1990-91 FUNDS will be the same as in 

1989- 90. It will be equal to the RS/PS dollar amount used on the 

1990- 91 First principal Apportionment (J-50 Forms) multiplied times 
the average of the December l, 1990, and April 1, 1991, counts of 
3 and 4 year old NOT-RIS. Your SELPA will receive an increase to 
your funding after December l, 1990 for RS/PS FUNDS with a second 
adjustment after April 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year. This 
amount is not to be included on the First and Second Principal 
Apportionment for 1990-91, respectively, to preclude double 
funding. 

************** 
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GRANT AWARDS 

The total ENTITLEMENT for the Federal Preschool Grant Program as 
discussed is available from three funding sources: 

1. P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant — This 
grant contains a portion for this preschool 
program. The amount is based on your SELPA 
count of 3 and 4 NOT-RIS on December 1, 1989 
multiplied times the per pupil amount for the 
94-142 Local Assistance Grant calculated on 
the NET-ENT page of the 1990-91 First Principal 
Apportionment (J-50 Forms), and 

2. P.L. 99-457 Preschool Grant for Unit Funding 
— This grant will equal the difference between 
the total UNIT FUNDING AMOUNT as explained 
previously and the portion of the P.L. 94-142 
Local Assistance Grant designated for this 
preschool program as discussed in item "1". 

3. P. L. 99-457 Preschool Grant for RS/PS — This 
arant will equal the amount calculated per 
section 2 of the ENTITLEMENT. 

EXAMPLE : 

UNIT FUNDING 
RS/PS FUNDING 
TOTAL ENTITLEMENT 



$56,000 
4.000 
$60,000 



P.L. 94-142 Grant for Local Assistance $ 7,500 

for 3-4 Not RIS 
P.L. 99-457 Grant For UNIT FUNDING 48,500 

($56,000 -7,*nQ) 

P.L. 99-457 Grant for RS/PS FUNDING 4,000 

$60,000 



IMPORTANT NOTE: Regardless of when che P.L. 99-4 57 Grant Awards 
are made available to LEAs, the funds may be used to cover 
authorized expenditures incurred from July 1, 1990 to June 30, 
1991. 

If you have questions, please contact Markie Harvey-Thomas at (916) 
323-4762, SpecialNet User Name: CA.PRID.MH. 
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Exhibit D-l 

FUNDING MECHANISM FOR THREE TO FIVE YEAR OLDS 



3 YEAR RIS 



4 YEAR RIS 



STATE 
FUNDING 



3 YEAR NOT 
RIS 



4 YEAR NOT 
RIS 



PL99-457 
Fodoral 
Grant 



PL94-142 
♦ Basic for 
3-4 Not RIB 



5 PRESCHOOL 



5 KINDERGARTEN 



RIS - roquiros intonsivo sorvicos 
NOT niS ° does not roquiro intonsivo sorvico 
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SPECIAL EDUCATION 
FEDERAL PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM 
AUTHORIZED EXPENDITURES AND ACCOU NTABILITY - 1990-91 



1. HOW IS THE CALCULATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY SERVICES FUNDS CHANGED 
FROM 1989-90 TO 1990-91? 

1989-90 was the last year for EXPANSION FUNDING; 
therefore, it was also the last year for the $5,000 per 
unit Supplementary Services Funds. 

2. WHAT ARE THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EXPENDITURES? 

o 1.0 FTE certificated staff per unit of funding. 
Classified staff may be hired on the same ratio, 
certificated to classified, as permitted via th* J-50. 

o Special education and related services for children 
between ages of 3 and 5 years 11 months. 



3. WHAT COSTS ARE ALLOWABLE? 
Allowable cost includes: 



o Salaries and benefits 



o Assessment Services 
o Advisory Committees 



o Administrative costs necessary 
to carry out the grant 
accounting/ budgeting/ audits 
communication costs 
data processing 

recruitment costs - i.e., advertising 

o Leasing or renting of facilities 

o Maintenance or repair of equipment or facility 
"that does not add to the permanent value of the 
property or prolong its intended life" 

o Building alterations that do not exceed $10,000* 

o Travel "on official business" 



»NOTE: When the capital assets, including building alterations, 
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer 
used by the preschool special education program, the 
portion of the equity accrued must be refunded in the 
same proportion as the federal contribution in its 
initial cost. 
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Authorized Expenditures/Accountability 

- 1990-91 
Page 2 

o Transportation 

o Materials and other supplies for instructional 
services in the classroom, home or other 
appropriate instructional setting which are 
"necessary to carry out the grant" 

o Capital outlay that costs no more than $10,000 
per purchase (See Number 9 for the definition 
of capital outlay) 

o Indirect cost rate not to exceed 4J| (E.C. 56732) 

o Printing and reproductions 

o Meetings/conferences including exhibits to 
disseminate grant information 

o Inservice training/ staff development 

4. CAN THESE COSTS BE INCURRED VIA CONTRACT (S) FOR PURCHASE 
OF PROGRAMS OR SERVICES? 

Yes . 

5. WHAT COSTS ARE USH ALLOWABLE? 
Rental/ lease to purchase 

6. CAN THE LEA PROVIDE MATCHING FUNDS TO ALLOW A PURCHASE OVER 
$10,000? 

Yes, however other federal funds may not be used as the match. 
When the capital assets, including building alterations, 
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer used 
by the preschool special education program, the portion of the 
equity accrued must be refunded in the same proportion as the 
federal contribution toward its initial cost. Example: If 
the federal funds paid for 50% of the initial cost of an item 
then 50% of the equity must be refunded. 

7. ON THE J-200/400 " ANNUAL FINANCIAL AND BUDGET REPORT" HOW DOES 
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE FEDERAL FUNDING RECEIVED FOR THIS 
PROGRAM? 

Account for the P.L. 94-112 funding which contributed to 
preschool funding (those funds not used as a deduct on the 
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J- 50) and the P.L. 99-457 grant under account 8182 
"Discretionary Grant". Account under 8181, "Entitlement per 
UDPC" only for the portion of the P.L. 94-142 Local 
Assistance Grant which is a deduct on the J-50 Line 15, EDP 
373. 

8. ON THE J-380/580 "ANNUAL PROGRAM COST DATA REPORT" HOW DOES 
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM EXPENDITURES? 

Account for the preschool program expenditures under EDP 343 
"94-142 Discretionary Grants" included within the Special 
Projects Section of the J-380/580. This includes the portion 
of the P.L. 94-142 grant which contributed to preschool 
funding (those funds not used as a deduct on the J-50) and the 
P.L. 99-457 grant. 

9. WHAT ARE THE DEFINITIONS OF CAPITAL EXPENDITURES. LEGALLY 
OBLIGATED (AS USED IN GRANT AWARD) AND CAPITAL OUTLAY ? 

Capital expenditures. The cost of facilities, equipment, other 
capital assets, and repairs which materially increase the 
value or useful life of capital assets. (74-Appendix C-Part 
2C3 of the Education Department General Administrative 
Regulation (EDGAR) , Federal) 

Legally obligated. The following table shows when a grantee 
makes obligations for various kinds of property and services: 
(76.707 of the Education Department General Administrative 
Regulation (EDGAR) , Federal) 

If the obligation is for The obligation is made 

(a) Acquisition of real or per- On the date on which the 



sonal property. 



grantee makes a binding 
written commitment to 
acquire the property. 



(b) 



Personal services by an 
employee of the grantee. 
Personal services by a 



When the services are per- 
formed. 



(c) 



contractor who is not an 
employee of the grantee. 



On the date on which the 
grantee makes a binding 
written commitment to 
obtain the services. 



(d) 



Performance of work 
other than personal serv 
ices . 



On the date on which the 
grantee makes a binding 

written commitment to 
obtain the work. 
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(e) Public utility services 



When the grantee receives 

the services. 
When the travel is taken. 



(f) Travel 



(g) Rental of real or personal When the grantee uses the 



Capital Outlay expenditures are those that result in the 
acquisition of capital assets or additions to capital assets. 
They are expenditures for sites: improvement of sites; 
buildings; improvement of buildings; building fixtures; 
service systems; and purchase of initial or additional 
equipment. (School Accounting Manual, State) 

10. BY WHAT DATE MUST FEDERAL FUNDS BE " LEGALLY OBL I GATED" AND 
"EXPENDED"? 

All Federal funds issued for the support of all grants through 
the Special Education Division must be "legally obligated" by 
June 30, 1991. These obligations must be expended before they 
can be reported as an expenditure on Line B, "Total 
Expenditures", on the Form 794-017 Expenditure Report. 
Typically this would be September 1, 1991, when the 
Expenditure Report is due. The amount of the funds which are 
"legally obligated" but not expended by June 30, 1991, will 
be considered deferred income for the 1990-91 fiscal year. The 
LEA accounts for the expenditures which take place between 
July 1, 1991 and September 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year. 



The date that the goods or services are received determines 
in which fiscal year an obligation is recognized as an 
expenditure. If goods or services are received before the end 
of the 1990-91 fiscal year, the purchase order or contract is 
accrued to the 1990-91 fiscal year even though the invoice may 
be paid after June 30, 1991. However, if the purchase order 
or contract is completed prior to June 30, 1991, but the goods 
or services are received after that date, income to cover 
these obligations is deferred to the 1991-92 fiscal year, and 
the expenditure is recorded in the 1991-92 fiscal year. A 
separate legal audit trail must be established in the 1991- 
92 fiscal year which will close in September and will not be 
part of the 1991-92 budget. 

If you have questions concerning how the LEA accounts for 
these "obligations and expenditures" from a business 
perspective please call Laura Bruno of the Fiscal Oversight 
and Management Assistance Division ( FOMAD) of the Department 
of Education, 916/322-1770. 
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TOPIC 

Designated Instruction and Services (DIS) , IV-6 

Distribution of IPS Units, IV-24 

Freeze, IV-16 

Growth, IV-18, Appendix C 

Infants, IV-23 

Instructional Personnel Service Unit (IPS Unit or IPSU) , IV-5 

Local General Fund Contribution (LGFC) , IV- 11 

Master Plan, II-2 

P.L. 94-142, VII-4 

Preschool, Appendix D 

Recapture, IV-21, Appendix C 

Regionalized Services, III-3 

SB 769, II-2 

SB 1345, II-7 

SB 1379, II-9 

SB 1870, II-3 

SELPA, III-l 

SELPA Administrative Unit, III-2 
Support Service Ratio, IV-9 
Unit Rates, IV-4 

Unit Rates (Aide/Classified Conversion) , IV-7 
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